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party nomination convention, ATLANTIC CITY, 
NEVf JERSEY - JUNE. 


RE TELEPHONE CALL ASAC CLOUGH TO INSPECTOR HELGESEN, ' 
FBI HQ, may 2, 1975. 

FORMER SA DANIEL BRENNAN, NOW RESIDING SEA GIRT, NJ, 

TELEPHONICALLY INFORMED ASAC CLOUGH HE WAS CONTACTED BY 

MICHAEL^ WsTEIN OF US SENATE SELECT COMM ITTEE O N 

INTELLIGENc\^ACTIVITIES , AND APPOINTMENT MADE FOR INTERVIEW 

OF HIM may 2, 1975. ASAC CLOUGH SUGGESTED MR. BRENNAN 

MAY DESIRE TO HAVE PRIVATE COUNSEL PRESENT DURING INTERVIEW 

AND SUGGESTED SA GEORGE EDWIN J0NE^4LS0 BE PRESENT TO 

^ ^ f i L 39 i 

PROTECT BUREAU’S INTEREST AND CONFME'WSTEI N* S QUESTIONS'^ 




awHsoE^ft 




TO SCOPE OF INQUIRY PREVIOUSLY DECIDED FOR THAT COMMITTEEX^ W I 4 1975 

i :ffrr0K> 

g /yy> L\' 

I / 1/ P/,: 4 

3s; L j> \ . 


77 (-^ 




6^^1975 7^ 




15016 Docld:32989e04 Page 2 


SJI OE'IU MOO OaOHCDSHiin 




r 



INFORMATIVE NOTE 

5/5/75 


Date . 


Attached teletype reports interview 
of former SA Daniel J. Brennan, Jr., by 
Michael Epstein, Staff Member, Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 
(SSC) concerning communications Brennan may 
have seen in 1964 to Legats, London and 
[Rome, in the Martin Luther King investiga¬ 
tion. (Brennan v/as Chief of our Liaison . 
Section in 1964). Brennan had no recollec 
tion of same but furnished on request nameS 
of Legats he believed were then in London 
and Rome (Charles Bates and ^rnjhnd GammhiS'pta 
respectively; both still in Bureau). Tele 
type also reports contact between Epstein 
land Newark SA George Edwin Jones who was 
present at Brennan's home at Brennan's 
[request, when Epstein arrived. 

ACTION: 


As we did with the information con¬ 
cerning Epstein's interview of former SA 
Lish Whitson, we will furnish AG a letter¬ 
head memorandum with details, including a 
copy for the V/hite House in event AG de¬ 
sires to inform White House. We will also 
submit an abstract on the Brennan intervie\i? 
to the Central Community Index relating to 
Senstudy 75. We are searching our files 
for any Bureau communication to London and 
[Rome in the King case to have available if 
needed. ^ ^ 

SEP: If j Vv ^ - 


1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
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SA JONES WAS PRESENT AT RESIDENCE OF MR. BRENNAN, 

501 BROOKLYN BLVD. , SEA GiRT, NJ, UPON ARRIVAL OF EPSTEIN. 

I^IHEN SA JONES WAS INTRODUCED TO EPSTEIN AS AN AGENT OF THE 

FBI, EPSTEIN immediately REQUESTED THAT HE BE GIVEN USE 

OF A TELEPHONE. UPON RETURNING FROM THE TELEPHONE, EPSTEIN 

ASKED WHY SA JONES WAS PRESENT. EPSTEIN WAS ADVISED THAT THE 

AGENT WAS SENT ON THE INSTRUCTIONS OF HIS SUPERIORS WHEN IT 

WAS LEARNED THAT MR. EPSTEIN HAD REQUESTED AN INTERVIEW WITH 

MR. BRENNAN. SA JONES STATED THAT HIS PURPOSE IN BEING 

THERE WAS TO PROTECT THE INTERESTS OF THE FBI IN ANY POSSIBLE 

DISCUSSION IN THE AREA OF SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS AND 

PROCEDURES AS FAR AS SOURCES AND METHODS WERE CONCERNED. 

EPSTEIN STATED THAT THE INTERVIEW POSITIVELY WOULD NOT GET 

INTO THIS area OF DISCUSSION, AND THAT HE WOULD PREFER TO 

INTERVIEW MR, BRENNAN ALONE. AT THIS POI.NT, MR. BRENNAN 

1 

stated that if that WERE’ THE CASE, HE WOULD HAVE NO OBJECTION 
TO SPEAKING WITH MR. EPSTEIN ALONE, BUT SUGGESTED THAT 
SA JONES STAND BY IN THE HOUSE IN THE EVENT THAT THE INTERVIEW 
APPROACHED A CRITICAL AREA. 
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SA JONES STATED HE WOULD BE GLAD TO DO THIS BUT 
WANTED THE POINT MADE CLEAR THAT IN NO WAY SHOULD HIS 
PRESENCE BE CONSIDERED AN IMPEDIMENT TO THE DESIRED INTERVIEW, 
AND THAT SA JONES IN NO WAY WANTED TO PREVENT ACCESS TO 
INFORMATION TO WHICH MR. EPSTEIN WAS ENTITLED. 

THE DISCUSSION BETWEEN MR. BRENNAN AND MR. EPSTEIN 
LASTED FROM 2:10 PM TO 3:10 PM AT WHICH TIME SA JONES 
ACCOMPANIED MR. BRENNAN IN WALKING MR. EPSTEIN TO HIS RENTAL 
CAR. 

UPON THE DEPARTURE OF MR. EPSTEIN, MR. BRENNAN ADVISED 
that the main THRUST OF THE INTERVIEW WAS CONCERNED WITH 
that PERIOD OF TIME WHEN MR. BRENNAN WAS IN CHARGE OF THE 
LIAISON DESK AT FBI HQ, AND SPECIFICALLY, MR. BRENNAN’S 
KNOWLEDGE OF COMMUNICATION IN THE YEAR 1964, WHICH BUREAU 
HQ SENT TO LEGAL ATTACHES IN LONDON, ENGLAND AND ROME, ITALY, 
CONCERNING THE MARTIN LUTHER KING INVESTIGATION. ACCORDING 
TO MR. BRENNAN, HE STATED HE HAD NO CURRENT RECOLLECTION 

OF any specific communications concerning this matter, he 

EXPLAINED TO MR. EPSTEIN THAT SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS WENT OUT 
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FROM SUBSTANTIVE DESKS AT THE BUREAU, AND THESE COMMUNICATIONS 
DID NOT HAVE TO HAVE HIS APPROVAL. ALTHOUGH HE MAY HAVE 
READ COMMUNICATIONS REGARDING SOME SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS, HE 
HAD NO PRESENT RECOLLECTIONS CONCERNING THE MATTER WHICH 
WAS THE SUBJECT OF MR. EPSTEIN’S INQUIRY. 

MR. BRENNAN ALSO ADVISED THAT MANY TELEPHONIC 
COMMUNICATIONS WERE MADE TO LEGATS AT ROME AND LONDON, AND 
HE WOULD NOT HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF THESE COMMUNICATIONS. MR. 
EPSTEIN DESIRED TO KNOW THE NAMES OF THE LEGATS IN LONDON 
AND ROME IN 1964. MR. BRENNAN ADVISED THAT TO THE BEST OF 
HIS RECOLLECTION, CHARLES BATES WAS LEGAT AT LONDON, AND 
ART CAMERATA WAS LEGAT AT ROME DURING THIS PERIOD OF TIME. 

BEFORE THE INTERVIEW WAS TERMINATED, EPSTEIN ASKED 
MR. BRENNAN IF HE ASKED THE FBI TO BE PRESENT AT THE INTERVIEW. 
MR. BRENNAN REPORTEDLY TOLD MR. EPSTEIN THAT HE HAD CALLED 
THE NEWARK FBI OFFICE AND TOLD THEM OF THE REQUESTED INTERVIEW. 
l^HEN THE FBI OFFERED THEIR ASSISTANCE, HE WAS PLEASED BECAUSE 
HE DID NOT KNOW THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE INTERVIEW AND 
lilHETHER OR NOT MATTERS WHICH HE WOULD HAVE TO DISCUSS WERE 
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matters subject of current FBI investigation, in which case 

HE WOULD POSSIBLY BE VIOLATING DEPARTMENTAL REGULATIONS. 

MR, BRENNAN STATED HE WOULD PROMPTLY ADVISE IF HE WAS 
CONTACTED BY MR. EPSTEIN ON A SUBSEQUENT DATE. 

END. 

MAH FBIHQ QCK FOR ONE 
WA CLR 
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'may 1962 &omoN 

O^A GEN. KEG. 1^. 27 

“UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


Mr. J. B. Adams 




DATE: 3/27/75 


r FROM : Legal CounselMIi^''"^ j 




SUBJECT: 


^11 
S § 

ill 

III 


ry I 

o 




Assoc. Dir._ 

Dep. AD^^I 
Dep. AD^^^ 
Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. 

Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 
Files & Com. 

Gen. Inv._ 

Ident._ 

Inspecti^^ 

Intell.yi^ 

Laboratory_ 

Plan. & Eval. 
Spec. Inv._ 


, n-y*- 

Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec*y . 


1 / S» . /J 

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES; 
BmwmWM, ASSOCIATE 
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT 


On March 27, 1975, Mr. Bodeid^Hills, Associate Counsel 
to the President, came to my office and advised that he is preparing 
to discuss with Bill Miller, Staff Director of the Senate Committee, 
several questions concerning the procedures that will be followed by 
the Senate Select Committee in as^ng for tes timony and documents from 
the Executive Branch. He said the CommilEe plans to publfeh rules 
concerning their procedures today or tomorrow and therefore his 
discussions must be conducted with them promptly. 

j Mr. Hills said that it is proposed that the Executive Branch 

jagencies provide counsel to represent them before the Senate Committee 
[when Government employees or former employees are called to testify. 

He said that dA has agreed to start that procedure and he inquired 
if the FBI would agree to have counsel present during iiterviews or • (} 

testimony of witnesses from the FBI. He said the White House is con- 
cerned that if the suggestion is made by a representative of the White 
House it could appear that the White House is attempting to interfere with 
the Committee proceedings by intimidating witnesses and having a repeat 
experience similar to that which occurred when former Coimsel to the 
President John Dean insisted upon sitting in with employees during inter¬ 
views with the FBI. 

I told Mr. Hills that I saw an important difference between 
the efforts made by the former Comisel to the President and the effort 
that would be made by counsel appearing before the Senate Committee. 

The distinction is that in the former case the effort was intended to 
intimidate witnesses in o:^^ to conceal criminal activity and in the present 

1 - Mr. WannaH d M ^ ii ^ • I 

1-Mr. Cregar SEE ADDENDUM. PAG^S^I J 


1 - Mr. WannaH 
1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hotis 

6 

JAMimfd (6) 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc. 


case the effort would be made to protect legitimate, but sensitive 
operations which are currently in being. I suggested to Mr. Hills 
that the Executive has the right to negotiate with the Senate C ommittee 
an arrangement whereby a represeniative of the executive dgency 
would be present not to stifle testimony, but to suggest that testimony 
be given in Executive Session or be limited only to ttie Senators them¬ 
selves in order to protect information of such sensitive nature as to 
require special treatment. I told Mr. Hills that it may well be that 

I the representative of the agency appearing with a witness should be an 
individual with specific expertise in the subject matter involved in the 
testimony rather than a legal counsel. Mr. Hills agreed that such 
expertise would be essential. Therefore, I advised him that we would 
support efforts to have counsel present during the interview or testimony 
of FH employees or former employees. 

Mr. Hills’ second point was executive privilege. He said 
that he 1ms researched the available references to executive privilege 
at the White House and found that all relate to material prepared as 
defensive measures and there is little in the way of positive statements 
of principles of law concerning executive privilege. It is the feeling of 
the President’s Counsel, Mr. Buchen, that the White House must develop 
a statement of principles to be applied by the President when it becomes 
necessary to claim executive privilege in the face of a demand for 
testimony or documents by the Senate Committee which the President 
decides should not be complied with. Mr Hill s said that the President’s 
counsel believes that it would be ah improper course for Hie President 
to wait until a crisis arises before this matter is reviewed. I told 
Mr. Hills that I thought it would be more destructive to the presidency 
if the President were to claim executive privilege over a matter which 
could not be justified under law. Mr. Hills said that was the exact 
concermof Mr. Buchen and that they wanted to avoid at all cost having 
the President claim executive privilege over matters that would merely 
embarrass an agency and didaoot go to the heart of the agency’s 
responsibilities or to the independence of the presidency itself. 


- 2 - CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc. 


y: 


Mr. Ifills said that he has been discussing with the publisher 
of the 'Washington Post, "the publisher of the ’!New York Times, " 

Daniel Schorr, and others in the news media the question of why the 
press has been so critical of the claims of executive privilege within 
the recent past, and it became clear as a result of his discussion that 
their concern is that the claim has been misused. He said his efforts 
were to convince the members of the press that a responsible claim of 
executive privilege should be recognized by the press and given reasonable 
support. 


Mr. Hills said that in an effort to develop some general 
principles by which the President could clearly indicate that any claim 
of executive privilege that might become necessaryreasonable, they 
wil^rranging for conferences with the Attorney General, responsible 
law professors who are experts in the area of executive privilege, and 
others who might be able to help Mr. Buchen prepare a paper for the 
President stating the general guidelines under which the President will 
claim executive privilege. In order to understand the areas of concern 
to the various agencies that might result in a request for the President to 
claim executive privilege, Mr. Hills said that the President’s counsel 
has requested that the agencies furnish them a summary of such critical 
areas. He said that he had been advised by Larry Silberraan that he should 
approach the Bureau carefully because it would be most difficult to obtain 
such information from the FH. Mr. Hills said that he did not fully under¬ 
stand the relationship of the Director with the Attorney General and the 
Deputy Attorney General but that he wanted to request that the Bureau 
consider briefing the President’s Counsel. 

I told Mr. Hills that the Bureau had no difficulty with the 
Attorney General or the Deputy Attorney General when it was necessary to 
brief them concerning sensitive matters but that we operated as much as 
possible on the ’hieed-?to-know'’ principle^and that should we receive 
requests from any source outside the FBI we would be reluctant to 
furnish sensitive information unless there were in fact reasons for 
the inquirer to have a need to know. I told him that in regard to the 
request from the President's Counsel, I was confident that the Bureau 
would be willing to provide representatives and a briefing on sensitive 
matters that could become subject to a claim of executive privilege 


- 3 - CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc. 








because there would be an important need to know on the part of the 
President's Counsel in developing his guidelines for the President to 
use in considering requests for executive privilege. 

I asked Mr, HiUs how urgent his request was and he replied 
that on Tuesday, April 1, 1975, he is scheduled to have a formal conference 
with Bill Miller and Frederick Schwartz, Counsel for the Senate Select 
Committee, and he expects that meeting to concern the problem of Executive 
privilege. Therefore, they would like to have the briefing as soon as 
possible in order for the study concerning executive privilege to be under 
way on the weekend of March 29-30, 1975. I told Mr. Hills that we would 
recontact him as soon as possible to advise as to the arrangements that 
could be made for such a briefing. 

I advised Mr. Adams of the request from the White House 
Counsel and he agreed that the Bureau should arrange to provide a 
briefing to the White House Counsel. I called Mr. Wannall and advised 
him of the request and of Mr. Adams' suggestion that he and Mr. Wannall 
represent the Bureau in the briefing and that the briefing could be held on 
Friday, March 28, 1975. Mr. Wannall was requested to prepare a 
summary memorandum for use by himself and Mr. Adams describing the 
areas of concern which the Bureau might anticipate would require a 
request of the President to exercise a claim of executive privilege. 

Mr. Wannall agreed to do so at once. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 


1. That depending upon the circumstances and on a case-by- 
case basis the Bureau designate a representative to appear with any FBI 
employee or former employee called for interview or testimony by the 
Senate Select Committee. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc. 



RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT^D) 

2. That Deputy Associate Director Adams and Assistant 
Director Wannall brief the White House Counsel on March 28, 1975. 








CONTINUED - OVER 
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ADDENDUM; J, B. ADAMS 


3/31/75 


JBA:ams 


On 3/28/75 Mr. Wannall and I met with Mr. Buchen and Mr. Hills 
at the White House. The purpose of the meeting was to review the role of 
The White House in coordinating the responses of the various intelligence 
agencies to the Senate Committ ee to insure that there was uniformity in 
complying with Committee requests in that any restrictions on the furnishing 
of information were uniform. 

It was determined that there is a unanimity of opinion that access 
to raw files would not be granted Committee members or staff as a matter 
of practice, although it is not inconceivable that some particular horrendous 
event might arise which is of such significance that access to the files on 
that matter might be granted to the Committee Chairman or a select number 
of Senators, 

We discussed items which we felt were particularly sensitive such 
as identities of informants, sources and cooperative citizens as well as 
information received from foreign sources. The sensitivity of specific 
details on confidential expenditures was pointed out although we had no 
objection to discussing or making available the gross figures. 


0 


We discussed the various means of electronic exploitation in the 
foreign intelligence field including the(^rkid progra^and similar programs, 
electronic wiretaps, microphones, (Telex, and electronic penetration of 
communications equipment We pointed out that there were varying degrees 
of sensitivity involved and each type of surveillance would have to be individually 
considered as to the degree of disclosure which could be made to the Committee, 


We briefly discussed activities which had previously taken place 
yet which might be subject of current interest because of newspaper publicity 
and allegations. We were reminded on more than one occasion that it was 
absolutely imperative that the White House not be surprised without being 
forewarned of any earthshaking incidents which might come to light. In this 
context, we mentioned the^nagram prograi^the various mail and pouch ( 
intercepts, the Karot and related cases, surreptitious entries in connection 
with CP, Klan and such investigations. 


Cointelpro was mentioned as well as the je-fc set s (i) (c) 


I 1\ Mr. Buchen inquired about exploitation of unavailable Government 
records and we mentioned Bureau Source 4, Social Security records, as an 
example. 
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Mr. Hills again asked if there were any other items which we 
felt should be brought up which might be sensitive because of the embarrassing 
nature of them and we pointed out that we felt we had covered the more 
significant items although there were of course various allegations from time 
to time which have been addressed, such as the Anna Chanault surveillance 
and other allegations raised by former Assistant to the Director Sullivan. 

He suggested that if after reflection we think of any other matters which ^ould 
be mentioned to have no hesitancy in bringing it to their attention. 

Finally, we discussed the first request from Senator Church dated 
March 19, 1975, for information on legal authority, jurisdictional agreements, 
organization, policies and procedures, and studies and reports. We were 
pretty much in agreement on how to handle that request and Mr. Wannall will 
submit a separate memorandum in that regard. 

ACTION: 
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The Attorney General 



1 - lie, J, B. Adams 
1 - Me. J. A. Mintz 

Hay 8, 1975 



1 - Mr. 

Director, FBI jMg. 1 - tlr. 

1 - Mr. 

C 1 - I'fr. 

D. S. SITATi: SBXSIT COIIIITTEB TO 1 - I-k. 
STUDY GOVTSiICETTilL OPDlfiTIOIIS Um 
HBSPECT TO Hri’EIl.IGB :C3S ACrr/ITIDS (ssc) 


H. N. Bassett 

IT. R. Wannair ^ . . 

J. G. Deegan 1-Liaison 

Wi 0. Cregar 
I'lr, S. F. Phillips 


EiicloLGd for your information are the originals 
of tTTo Exnaranda concerning intorvie-^ by a Staff Hembor of 
captioned Comittee of retired FBI Special Agents John P«, 
Eavlin and Daniel J. Brennan, Jr. Copies of these msEiDranda 
are alto enclosed for your use in the event you desire to 
furnish then to IS:, James A, Uilderotter, /issociate Gounecl 
to the President. 


Ihclosuras - 4 
62-116395 


AIL LirCI^rMTiOf! COf'ITAINED C' 

jd Ui.uLrHJod hiU / ^ 




Vi 

K 

Vi 


1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) 

1 - 67-220521 (Personnel File Former SA John P. Devlin) 

1 _ 67-428^28 (Personnel File Former SA Daniel '"Ji?!) 


\ 


HEQ-m 


U 




//6 


M AY' 





The ftirnishing of these UE*Is to the AG xrith copies for 


Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv. ^ 
Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. . 


Comp. Syst. ___ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com. 
Gon. Inv. , , 
Ident. 

inspection ^ 
Intell, - 


SFP;ekt7f 
(14) 

HOTE: 

possible forxrarding to Uilderotter is the same procedure ue 
folloxred on an intervie^T by Epstein of former SA Lish T-Jhitson. 
The AG has since furnished the Whitson LHM to Wilderotter. 
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Laboratory 
Plon. & Evol. 
Spec. In^ 
Troinini 
Lego! Cou^T 
Telephone Rm. . 
Director Sec*y _ 
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1 - Me, J. B. Adams 
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
1 - Mr. H. IT. Bassett 
1 - Mr, W. R. Warmall 
I2ay 8, 1975 

1 “ Liaison 

U. S. SEilATE SELSCr COlIIIi’TES TO , Mr t r n« 

smm goverieelttal opnRdiTioiis uixii ^ 

RESPECT TO liTTELLlGElTCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) w.O.Cregar 




RE; lliXERVlEil OF RETIidSD FBI 
SPECIAL ACniTT (SiV) BY SSC 
STAFF ISS©m 


1 - ^^r.S.F.Phillips 
JUNE 




__ Set out belo'i? is the verbatim test of a nemoraadum 

dated April 30, 1975, \7hich uao prepared by retired FBI SA 
£ •' John P. Pevlin and rrhich Devlin voluntarily fumiahed to the 
-tNv FBI. Devlin i-erved as an SA from August 17, 1942, until his 
retirement September 27, 1974, 




1 


•*0n Friday, April 25, 1975, I met xrith a Michael T. 
Epstein of the tJ. S. Senate Select Coiamittce on Intolligence 
Activities, uho T7as seeking information regarding uy part in 
a technical lurveillance in Atlantic City, I7J, in the SuEaner 
of 1964, during the Besaocratic Party rorainati^ Convention on 
the rooms occupied by the late i2artin luthsr King at the 
Claridge Hotel. Ho stated hii* Committee hac a broad mandate 
to look into the intelligence investigation activitiecj of the 


FBI. 


Assoc. Dir. __ 

Dep. AD Adm. ^ 

Dcp. AD Inv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. 

Comp. Syst,_ 

Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com 
Gen. Inv. __ 
Ident. 

Inspection ^ 
Intefl. _ 


“In his questions, he covered the foliotiing points: 
**11110 told me to go to Atlantic City? 

**Ijliere did they get their instructions? 

*'i*hat iras I told to do Tihen I got to Atlantic City? 




hs I told irhy I mas going there, i.e., the purpose 


.or aim of this particular investigation? ,, 

I’v;; \0tc 

J. - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) 

-1 - 67-220521 (Personnel File Former SA John P. Devlin) 


Laboratory 

^''“‘•-SFPtelcT 

Spec. Inv,__ 

Training _ (13) 

Legal Coun. — 

Telephone Rm, 

0 uoeforS.c’y _ HAIL ROOM OD T*ELETYPE UNIT I I 
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NOTE PAGE FOUR 


■ROUTE- IE ENVELOFl"' 







# # 

ssiEGi coX'imsn on siitsii.2gei^ce AcrmsiEs 

itTELWIE'J 0? SESIRSD mX BA 


2 ^vc ihirthsr isiotrtietiioas in Atlantic City? 
^•llho did t rcj^ort to in Atlantic City? 


"tJliat did X do tiicrc? 


**t3iat did I do xjitlt tmy infosmtion obtained from 
wy efforts? 

'Hiho did 1 roxaenber as feeing in contact xjith Uin 3 ? 

"Clio did 1 romeaber being in X\ing*o Iiotel cuite? 

**IJhat did t hoar about any plans for a Vico-J?rccidontial 

nooinoG? 

^*Did X ^ver Bcet or tail; to Gortha Doloach? 

‘‘Bid X ever dictate any ncsoranda regarding this 
surveillance to a stenographer in Atlantic City? 

“Did 2 fcnox7 of any othor technical jLTurveillcnoos In 
Atlantic City at that tiiao? 


“Hy recollection of details of this accigunent, 
rrithout benefit of any Boiaoraada or files to revic';, is 
necessarily ehotchy, andi X told this to iSe. Epstein. As X 
recalled the broad overall situation, I told him that X xrorhed 
xrith Jolin J. Connolly, Jr,, on our particular acsignBent, and 
X7Q probably received our instructions from CAC ^clusan throu:;^! 
our Supervisor Uilliaia Gagnon. t had to asetsse that ISr, Eachson 
received those instructions from soisebody at Bureau Head<juarters, 

“Our purpose In going to /^lantic City i-as to obtain 
X'hatever information ztg could about planned disruptive tactics 
or demonstrations tfmt xrould tiircaten the safety of 3?rcsidcnt 
Johnson or the security of the Convention. 


- 2 - 
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SErjfiTE SEL2C1: COICETTES OZI HlXELUGmCB AGEIVIXIES 
RE: HiTERVIS? OF RETIRED FBI SA 


*»Sinca I trat* the comid nas». for tho TTeuarh Office» 

Eijr efforte in this regard varc concentrated on a technical - 
curveillonco aa opposed to any physical cmr^eillanco or other 
invecticativa activity conducted by other Aseatt froa the 
neuarl: Office in AtpLantic City at that tine* 

"iiirtin Inthor Kins \7ac oolectcd aa the target of our 
£urvGiIlancc. By T'hoa, I do not recall. He trao the leader of 
the group oppoi.ing President Johnson, so X suppose ho \7as a 
lihely target. 


Epstein T7as interested in cy opinion as to the 
Icgitimcy of our investigation as a security r^aasurc* I iras 
unable to iii^ugn any other notives to this investigation other 
than as set out above. 

”I do not recall details of our handling of the infor¬ 
mation received over the tcchni<:^al surveillance. SA Billie D. 
Hillians ^7as liaison, tiith Gartha Seloach and arranged or handled 
any contacts regarding the informtion or instructionc, %7Q 
received. Again, I was unable to identify any contacts or 
associates of King T7ithout reference to xjhatever notes va nay 
have hept on the surveillance. Jsl response to specific questlonr; 
as to T7hothor or not Hubert H, Humphrey and Robert Kennedy ^’oro 
in touch T7ith or visited King in his suite, I had to tali 
Ilr, Epstein that they my have been, but I could not state 
positively one Ttay or the other as there were may politicians 
of the day in contact tjith him* 

“I recalled, in ansxrer to his question^., that Kin.g*s 
wife, Gorotta, tras in touch x/ith Iiin regarding her plans to 
travel to the Convention and also that ho was in contact X7ith 
a noted entertainer, Kehalia Jachcon, x7ho xTac appearing at come 
club in Atlantic City at tliat time, and xjho t^as apparently an 
old friend of King’s, 
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sEiOT seleoj: coivEiiTiiiD Ox? 2i7A'&xiGmc3 Acmums 

KC: HmsaiEtJ OF SIIfliSD FBI SA 


”As to tho qaGCtioii or irhat infotEiation xJaa transnittcd 
to Eeloach, I sap’jocc i7g eeot overythtes that trould indicate 
any action on the floor of the Convention. I am vastio on the 
details of hoir t:g handloo the transcription and reporting of 
informtion xro received. Ue nay have uTritten longhand sacrarics 
or dictated via telepliono to a cteno^rapher, 

“I tras ax'are of another installation, either attested 
or operated at a store^front operation of sonc oroaniaation that 
threatened di:.>rtiption of the Convention, bat 2 Kid no details 
concerning it. 


*ilr, Epstein Tjas \mablo to advise me as to trhether or 
not 2 ^jould be contacted ajjain resardinrj; this mttcr.” 


KOTE: Original and one copy to the Attorney General (AG) 

(AG may forward the copy to Jamas A. Wilderotter, Associate 
Counsel to the President), Information herein taken from 
Kei 7 ark teletype 4/30/75 "Administrative Inquiry; 1964 
Democratic Party Nominating Convention, Atlantic City, 

NJ." The furnishing of this LHM to the AG with a copy for 
possible forx-Tarding to Nilderotter is the same procedure we 
followed on an interview by Epstein of former SA Lish TJhitson. 
The AG has since ftarnished the Nhitson LHM to Wilderotter. 


- 4 - 
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62-116393 


1 - Me. J. B. Adams 
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
1 - Mr. W. R. Warmall 
1 - Liaison 
1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan 

May 8, 1975 


U. S. SU’ASE SSLECiT COUIEnUE tO 


1 - 
1 - 


Mr.W.O.Cregar 

Mr.S.F.Phillip^ 



As'soc. Dir. _ 

Dop. AD Adm. 
Dcp. AD |nv. . 
Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. 

Comp. Syst, __ 
Ext. Affairs .... 
Files & Com, 
Gen, Inv. _ ■_ _ 
Went.- 


Inspection_ 

Intell. _ 
Laboratory 
Plan. & EvqI. . 

Spec. Iny, __ 

Training __ 

Legal Coun._ 

Telephone Rm. „ 
Director Sec’y ^ 


SSQm GOTERiffiTTAL OFEim’IOi^S tllXH 
RESPECT TO IilTELLlGE*ICS3 ACTmiTES (SSC> 

RE; IIECE3VIE!? OP ilETIiffiD FBI 
SPECIAL AGEilT (SA) BT SSG 
STAIF ME SER 

Set out belovT ia inforssition available to the FBI 
concerning an intorvie’T conducted I4ay 2, 1975, by Mr, Michael 
Epstein, Staff Member of the SSC, with retired FBI SA Eaniel J, 
Brennan, Jr,, at the latter’s residence in Sea Girt, Ilex? Jersey. 
Brennan served as an SA from January 19, 1948, until his retirement 
)n January 22, 1973. During the period January 4, 1962, to 
July 27, 1970, he xras Chief of the Liaison Section in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division (noi? Intelligence Division). 

By prior appointment requested by Epstein, Brennan 
was interviet7cd for appros:ii 2 atGly one hour. The results, as 
volunteered by Brennan, are as follows. 

The main thrust of the interview? vas concerned xrith 
that period of time xrhen Brennan xras in charge of the Liaison 
Section at FBI Headquarters and specifically, Brennan’s 
IcnotTledge of comsunications in 1964 which Bureau Headquarters 
sent to Legal Attaches in London, lagland, and Roms, Italy, 
concerning the ISartin laither King, Jr., investigation, Brennan 
told Epstein he had no current recollection of any specific 
comsponications concerning this matter. Broman explained that 
-substantive matters tjcnt out from substantive desIts at FBI 
'Hendqmrters and these cocmajnications did not require Brennan’s 
approval. Brennan noted that he may have read communications 
Regarding come substantive matters but had no present recollections 
-concerning the matter/xjhieh xias the subject of Epstein’s inquiry, 

- 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) 

1 - 67-428628 (Personnel File Former SA Daniel J. Brennan, Jr.) 

PAGE THO 


■SFP:ekx7^\2) 


6P , //L-'/S 

jENOlOSURI 


V 






MAIL R(X)M CZIl TELETYPE UNIT (ZB 



■T 

I 




i Hff 5501G DocId:32989G04 Page 20 





se:-;^ seiecx corvErxES on iirjnsmGEiJCE AcxivrriES 
its:’ imu&ma o? iiETisEp mi sa. 


[ Brennan al^o told Epstein that he tjotild not have knotrledse of 

any telephonic cotrranications to the indicated Icsal Attaches 
in the King case. Epstein inquired as to the naEas of the 
Legal Attaches in London and Koeg in 1964 and it T7as Brennan’s 
best recollection that those inciiviclijals 'tTore then Charles Bates 
at London and Amiand CaEEiarota at iione. (I'hose tvo individuals 

I arc still in the service of the FBI). 

i 

I 

! NOTE: Original and one copy to the AS (AS way fomrard the 

copy to James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the 
President). Information herein taken from Newark teletype 
5/2/75 “Administrative Inquiry, 1964 Democratic Party Nomination 
Convention, Atlantic City, New Jersey.*' The furnishing of this 
MM to the AG with a copy for possible forwarding to Wilder otter 
is the same procedure we followed on an interviexr by Epstein 
of former SA Lish Whitson. The AG has since fxirnished the 
T?hitEon Mli to Wilderotter, The 5/2/75 teletype, which was 
sent up with an informative note for review by Bureau officials, 
also contained information concerning the presence at Brennan's 
residence during the interview, of SA George E. Jones of the 
Newark Office who was there at Brennan's request to insure 
protection of Bureau's interests should any sensitive matters 
be discussed. The teletype also reported on Epstein's inquiries 
of Brennan concerning the presence of SA Jones. This information, 
not pertinent to the main purpose of the interview, which was to 
obtain information concerning the King case, is being purposely 
e:ccluded from the MM. 


2 - 
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Dep.-A. O.-Adm, 
D..‘p.-A 


FSOr.AL COREAU CF INVESTfGATlOH 

COMMUNICAfiONS SEOnON 


AFS 0 ts?i 
Tii,CTypg 


C r:o " 

£:ic. A..,:.u 

Jr.v. _ 

J -t. . . . 




NR 005 NK CODE 




!Is50A« immediate APRIL 30, 1975 JCG 




V / 

LTO DIRECTOR 
VoM NEWARK (6S-39S3) 




J Lil ) .K.! ;,-y-• 

•P * £-.k1. _ 

I SpOi;. l;iv. 

Cova. — i 
['■rl-ii; Kxa. 






ATTN: INSPECTOR Ae J. >C^NLEY, INSPECTION DIVISION- 


ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRY I 1964 DEM0CRA:^IC PARTY NOMINATING 
CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, NJ -f^JUN^ 


^rw. 


FOLLOWING IS VERBATUM TEXT OF MEMO FROM FORMER SA JOHN P 


DEVLIN dated APRIL 30, J975j 


OK FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 1975, I MET WITH A MICHAEL 7, 


EPSTEXfU)/ the US senate SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 


Xfi ^ 
-3 


ACTIVITIES, WHO WAS SEEKING INFORMATION REGARDING MY PART IN 


.A TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE IN ATLANTIC CITY, NJ, IN THE SUMMER 


OF 1964, DURING THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY NOMINATING CONVENTION ON 


THE ROOMS OCCUPIED BY THE LATE MARTIN ^lUTHSR KING AT THE 


aARIDGE HOTEL, HE STATED HIS COMMITTEE HAS A BROAD MANDATE 


TO LOOK INTO THE INTELLIGENCE INVESTGATION ACTIVITIES OF THE 


IN HIS QUESTIONS, HE COVERED THE FOLLOWING POXN 


n 







WHO TOLD ME TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY? 




WHERE DID THEY GST THEIR INSTRUCTIONS? 


not recoreSqd" 

UeiWv 'hrnm. 




Q?- 




A 4 


{1^. \ ' 


6 MAY 2 8 1975 
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what was r TOLD TO DO WHEN I GOT TO ATLANTIC CITY? 

WAS I TOLD mr I WAS 601 ^3G THERE, I.E,, THE PURPOSE 
OR AIM OF THIS PARTICULAR INVESTIGATION? • 

•WHO .GAVE FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS IN ATLANTIC CITY? 

WHO DID I REPORT TO IN ATLANTIC CITY? 

what did r do there? 

. what DID I DO WITH ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED. FROM MY 
EFFORTS? 

WHO DID I REMEMBER AS BEING IN CONTACT WITH KING? 

WHO DID I REMEMBER BEING IN KING’S HOTEL SUITE? 

WHAT DID I HEAR ABOUT ANY PLANS FOR A VICE-PRESIDENTIAL 
NOMINEE? 

• DID I EVER MEET OR TALK TO CARTHA DE LOACH?, 

DID I EVER DICTATE ANY MEMORANDA REGARDING THIS 
surveillance to a stenographer IN ATLANTIC CITY? 

DID I KNOW OF ANY OTHER TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES IN 
ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME? ■ • 

MY RECOLLECTION OF DETAILS OF THIS ASSIGNMENT, WITHOUT 
BENEFIT OF ANY MEMORANDA OR FILES TO'REVIEW, IS NECESSARILY 
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sketchy, and I TOLD THIS TO MR. EPSTEIN. AS I RECALLED THE 
BROAD OVERALL SITUATION, I TOLD HIM THAT I WORKED WITH JOHN J.' 
CONNOLLY, JR., ON OUR PARTICULAR ASSIGNMENT, AND WE PROBABLY 
RECEIVED OUR INSTRUCTIONS FROM SAC BACHMAN THROUGH OUR SUPER-' 
VISOR WILLIAM GAGNON. I HAD TO ASSUME THAT MR. BACHMAN 
RECEIVED THESE INSTRUCTIONS FROM SOMEBODY AT BUREAU HEADQUARTERS 
OUR PURPOSE IN GOING TO AtLANTIC CITY WAS TO OBTAIN 
whatever information we could ABOUT PLANNED DISRUPTIVE TACTICS 
OR demonstrations THAT WOULD THREATEN THE SAFETY OF PRESIDENT 
JOHNSON OR THE SECURITY OF THE CONVENTION. • • ' 

SINCE I WAS THE SOUND MAN FOR THE NEWARK OFFICE, MY ' 
EFFORTS IN THIS REGARD WERE CONCENTRATED ON-A TECHNICAL 
SURVEILLANCE AS OPPOSED TO ANY'PHYSICAL SURVEILLANCE OR OTHER 
INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY CONDUCTED. BY OTHER AGENTS FROM THE 
NEWARK OFFICE IN ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME. 

martin LUTHER KING WAS'SELECTED AS THE TARGET OF OUR 
SURVEILLANCE. BY WHOM, I DO NOT RECALL. HE WAS THE LEADER OF 
THE GROUP OPPOSING PRESIDENT JOHNSON, SO I'SUPPOSE HE WAS A 
LIKELY TARGET. 
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MR. EPSTEIU WAS IHTERESTED IN MY OPINION AS TO THE 
LEGITAMACY OF OUR INVESTIGATION AS A SECURITY MEASURE. I WAS 
unable TO IMPUGN ANY OTHER MOTIVES TO THIS INVESTIGATION OTHER 
THAN AS SET OUT ABOVE. 

I DO HOT RECALL DETAILS OF OUR HANDLING OF THE INFORMA¬ 
TION RECEIVED OVER THE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE. SA BILLIE D. 
WILLIAMS WAS LIAISON WITH CARTHA DE LOACH AND ARRANGED OR 
HANDLED A?'JY CONTACTS REGARDING THE INFORMATION OR INSTRUCTIONS 
WE RECEIVED. AGAIN, I WAS UNABLE TO IDENTIFY ANY CONTACTS OR 
ASSOCIATES OF KING WITHOUT REFERENCE TO WHATEVER NOTES WE MAY 
HAVE KEPT ON THE SURVEILLANCE. IN RESPONSE TO SPECIFIC 
QUESTIONS AS TO WHETHER OR NOT HUBERT H. HUMPHREY AND ROBERT 
KENNEDY WERE IN TOUCH WITH OR VISITED KING IN HIS SUITE, I HAD 

TO TELL MR. EPSTEIN THAT THEY MAY HAVE BEEN. BUT I COULD NOT 

- • . ti 

state POSITIVELY ONE WAY OR THE OTHER AS THERE WERE MAY 

POLITICIANS OF THE DAY IN CONTACT WITH HIM. 

I RECALLED, IN ANSWER TO HIS QUESTIONS, THAT KING’S WIFE, 

CORETTA^ WAS IN TOUCH WITH HIM REGARDING HER PLANS TO TRAVEL 

TO THE CONVENTION AND ALSO THAT HE WAS IN CONTACT WITH A NOTED 
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entertainer, MEHALIA JACKSON, WHO WAS APPEARING AT SOME CLUB IN 
ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME, AND WHO WAS APPARENTLY AN OLD FRIEND 
OF KING ’S. 

_ AS TO THE QUESTION OF WHAT INFORMATION WAS TRANSMITTED 
, TO DE LOACH, I SUPPOSE WE SENT EVERYTHING THAT WOULD INDICATE 

I ■ 

! ANY ACTION ON THE FLOOR OF THE CONVENTION, I AM VAGUE ON THE 
DETAILS OF HOW WE HANDLED THE TRANSCRIPTION AND REPORTING OF 
INFORMATION WE RECEIVED, WE MAY HAVE WRITTEN LONGHAND SUMMARIES 
Op DICTATED VIA TELEPHONE TO A STENOGRAPHER, 

; - • I WAS AWARE OF ANOTHER INSTALLATION, EITHER ATTEMPTED 

' OR operated AT A STORE FRONT OPERATION OF SOME ORGANIZATION 
THAT THREATENED DISRUPTION OF THE CONVENTION, BUT I HAD NO 
details CONCERNING IT. ■ 

MR. EPSTEIN WA^ UNABLE TO ADVISE ME AS TO WHETHER OR 
NOT I WOULD BE COriACTED AGAIN REGARDING THIS MATTER, 

END 

f 

JRM FBIHQ 
CIR 
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,s5rll3a-fRev, 3-21-73) 


intelligence Division 

INFORMATIVE NOTE 

4/30/75 


HEREIN IS UHCLASSIFIHi 

Io OByS^^' 


The attached teletype from the Newark 
Office reports the verbatim text of a 
memorandum prepared by former Special Agen' 
John P. Devlin, Devlin is a former sotind 
man of the Newark Office who w:as one of 
several Agents selected as a special squad 
to cover the Democratic National Conventioi 
in Atlantic City, New Jersey, 8/22-28/64, 
The results of what Devlin furnished 
Me, Epstein of the Senate Select Committee 
(SSC) Staff is set out in the attached 
teletype, 

RECOMMENDATION: 

¥e have checked with Mr, JamesX^ 
Wilderotter of The White House, aha he j 
interposes no objection to our^^ntacting 
those former Agents who part4:cipated in 
this squad and advising them they, might be 
approached fq^.^J-ntervie'^^py members of-the- 
SSC Staff you appfo\^ we will /^ntacl 

those forme^Agents, and^ alert them thSy-—^ 
might be approachecTTjy the SSC Staff, 
will not advise them of the area which may 
be covered in any interview of them. We 
will advise than, however, that should they 
be interviewed and during the course of | 


same, questions are asked which relate/fcoJ 
sensitive Bureau operations, they <^n rey^l 
ouest that an-'PBT Ao-ant ha - 


W0C:ekw 
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CODS 

TO SAGS DETROIT 
HOKOLUUJ 
LOS AKGELSS 
MILI-rAUKEE 
SACRAMENTO 
VJFO 


1 - Mr. k; J. McCarthy - . 
1 - Mr, W. 0. Gregar • , 

TELETYPE URGENT 

1 - Me. R. D. Shea 

JUNE 13, 1975 

1 - Mr. G. G. Ross 
JUNE 


FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) 


SEi^STUDY 75 




IN COMECTION WITH SENATE SELECT G0MI4ITTEE REQUEST, 
FOLLOWING DATA REQUESTED BY RETURN TELETYPE ATTENTION K^TD - 
W. 0. CREGAR. 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE INDICES AT FBIHQ DO NOT INDICATE' 


OVERHEARS ON KNOWN TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS ON I-IARTIN LUTHER 
KING, JR. FOR FOLLOWING DATES AND LOCATIONS: 

WIRETAPS 


Dep. AD Adm._ 

Dcp. AD Inv, 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin._ 

Comp. Syst._ 

Ext, Affairs 
Filcs & Com. 

Gon. Inv. _ ^ 

Idcnt._ 

Inspection 

Intell. _ 

Loborotory _. ^ 

Plon. & Eval._ 

Spec. Inv. — - 
Training_ 


APRIL 24 - 26, 1964 

HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 

JULY 7-9, 1964 

HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS ANGELES 


6 




*»JUN 16 


1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) 

GGR:eks/lhb / hh 
(7) 


- CC^#4UNlCATiaNS; lietioN 


SEE NOTE PAGE 3 


JUN 








j 


Oirocior Soe-y __ MAIL ROOM (ZZl TELETYPE UNIT 
mr 55016 Dodd: 32989604 Page 28 


UiH) 

/ / * . 


Nir 







P^E TWO 62-116395 


MICSOPHOIJES 


JAI^UASY 5-8, 1964 
WILLARD HOTEL 
WASHIHGTOn, D. C. 

JAMUARY 27, 1964 

SHROEDER HOTEL 
MILWADICEE, WISCOHSIH 

FEBRUARY 18 - 20, 1964 

HILTOH HAIJAIIAtJ VIIIAGE- 
HOHOLULU, HAI7AII 

FEBRUARY 20 - 21, 1964 
AMBASSADOR HOTEL 
LOS AHGELSS 


FEBRUARY 22 - 24, 1964 
HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS MIGEJMS 

MARCH 19 - 20, 1964 
STATLSR HOTEL 
DETROIT, MICHIGA17 

APRIL 23 - 24, 1964 
SENATOR HOTEL 
SACRAMEI7TO, CALIFORHIA 

JULY 7-9, 1964 

HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS AHGELES 
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OFFICES REVIEIT ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE H^DICES MD 
FURNISH FBIKQ FIRST DATE THAT KING HAS OVERHEARD ON ABOVE 
TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS. IF HE WAS NOT HEARD, SO iHDVISE. 

NOTE : 

In connection xrith Senate Select CoEmittee!s request 
for electronic surveillance information, it is necessary to 
contact above field divisions to obtain dates that King was 
overheard on Icnotm installations at above offices. 
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mTERlAI* ATTACJ 


The Attorney General 


Lir. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Eotis) 

Mr. W. E. Wannall 

2fan§*igri§f5 


Director, FBI 


tmiTED STATES S EKATE SELECT CO MMITTEE 
m INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) “ 


1 - Mr. R. H, Horner 
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns 

AT.t. iijroK'Atlon 
asREUI ISU|JC5A3SI^^. . 

DAiEiLmksL.^.S£:^ 


By letter dated May 14, 1975, with attached 
appendices, the SSC requested certain information and 
documents from the FBI. 

Enclosed for your approval and forv/arding to 
the Committee is the original of a memorandum containing 
a response to one of the Committee’s requests. 


' (A"’ 

i ( 


With regard to your approval in this matter, 
your attention is i-uvited to the suits captioned ’’Morton H. 
Halperin, et ai,, versus Henry A, Kissinger, et al., 

Haited States District Court, District of Columbia (tJSDC, DC) 
Civil Action File Number 1187-73" and ”Wiliiam A. K* Lake, 
et al., versus John D. Ehrllchman, et al., tJSDC, DC Civil 
Action File Number 74-887" and the court orders issued in 
such suits dated April 1, *1974, by tJSDC Judge John Lewis 
Smith which sealed certain documents and othei* material 
concerning the above plaintiffs relating to electronic 
surveillances maintained on such plaintiffs. It is submitted 
that your decision in the matter of furnishing the enclosed 
information to the SSC may require cons idei’ation of the , i 
above court orders, 

A copy of this memorandum is being furnished for 
your records, ✓ 


tsoc. Dir. __ 

^ep. AD Adm. , 
0p. AD Inv. _ 
f. Dir.; 

^in. __ 

jtp. Syst. _ 

. Affairs __ 

y & Com._ 

inv. _ . 


Enclosures - 2 
62-116395 \ t 


2 71975 

E,ai.„ TEB;dmt 

‘P 

MAIL ROOM [ 


The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention; K. William O’Connor 
ki Special Counsel for 

( Intelligence Coordination 

% 1Q7g — 'L* ^EC-Wff ' 




\)S^ 


6 A-/i 



, f y 

j A 

S7 JUN 271975 ' 


MATERIAL ATTACHED 


Vy mail room UH «• TELETYPE UNIT CZ] 
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ROUTE IN ENVELOPE 






62-116395 




TOP 


JUNE 




2 -^Ir. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr, J. B. Hotis) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar 
1 - Mr, R. H. Horner 
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns 

June 12, 1975 


CITITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMEIITTSE 
TO STUDY aOYEESMENTAL OPBEATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTBLLIGEJICE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

BE: REQUEST PSETAIIIING TO ELECTRONIC ^ 
SUBVEILLAHCB 


Eoferonco is rsacto to SSC letter dated May 14, 1975, 
vjXth attached appendices, requesting certain docunents and 
other iniornation fron the FBI, 

Iten nunhor four. Appendix D, requested listing of 
all electronic surveillances identified by subject and 
target of the so-called "Kissinger 17,” Set forth bolo\7 
is a list of individuals '^ho were both the subject and 
target of electronic surveillances and who have been 
identified as the so-called "Kissinger 17,” 

1 * Brandon, Henry 

2, Davidson, Daniel Ira 

3, Halporin, Horton H, 

4, Kalb, Marvin 


5, Lake, Wiliiaa Anthony 







miTOD StAlJES SENA’TS SELEd? COHMI'TfBB 

m STucDir cmBmmmkL oebka^jons wx®ei 

HESPBCS *KQ IK®GI»l.XaiiSCB ACSI¥XTIES CSSC) 


10, Parsleyf Colonol Ilobort 33, 

11, Saflro, WillitiEi L. 

12* Sears, ^olm X^trlck 

13. Smith, Hedrick Zi, 

14. Saoidor, Eichord hmo 

15. Soimenfeldt, Helmut 

10* Sullivan, Ambassador William H, 
17, Beecher, William 


1 - !Ehe Attorney General 
NOTE: 


The suits referred to within are seeking damages in 
connection with the electoonic surveillances conducted, T7ith 
regard to the 15 individuals on this list who are not plaintiffs, 
the Government has not heretofore specifically acknowledged that 
these individuals wore tho subject of oloctronic surveillances. 
This matter has been closely coordinated with the legal Counsel 
division which advised that according to U. S, department of 
Justice Attorney Edward Christenborry June 6, 1975, the U, S, 
department of Justice has not at this point made a final 
determination as to whether the electronic surveillance material 
requested by the SSC concerning the plaintiffs will be furnished 
to the Committee, The information is being furnished exactly as 
requested and tho U, S, Department of Justice will have to make a 
legal determination as to what will be furnished in light of the 
described court orders. The enclosed material has been classified 
"Top Secret" since the coamiunications requesting the authority 
to conduct the surveillances in question were so classified. This 
matter was coordinated with SA*s Robert F. Peterson and Robert F. 
Olmert of the Legal Counsel Division. 



2 


mr 55016 Dodd: 32989604 Page 33 




O^nONAl FORM KO. 10 
may 1962 EDITION 
CSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


/ > 


r 


TO 


FROM 


t 5010-106 

INMENT ^ 

Memorandum l\ 

\L R. I7annalliV‘-‘^^'?'-‘^ 

f^) 4 sn\ 


*Ir. 


1 - r.Ir. 17. 0. 
DATE: 7/15/75 


JUNE 



SUBJECT 


J5fffman'i 


NSTUDY 75 


".7’'! I'T- i'''''7Tf>F CONTAIJC^ 
i-rriiii: i;: u>rL •IjJis'isq jrc.; 


1 

1 

1 

1 


- Mr. F. S. 

- Mr. 17. A. 

- Mr. L. F. 

- Mr. M. R. 


Adams 

Wannall 

Cresar 


Putman 

Branigan 

Schwartz 

L'Allier 


to 









X 


LO 

CM 




4^0 

UJ 

LU 


CO 
l CO < 

I'j 

'^O o 


Reference is made to memorandum 17. 0. Cregar to 
I;Ir. W. R. Wannall, dated 6/26/75, captioned "Senstudy 75.0 


SY270PSIS: 




Lip 


Assoc. Dir.- 

Dop. AD Adm. ^ 

Dep. AD Inv.- 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin,-- 

Comp. Syst.- 

Ext. Affairs- 

Files & Com. — 

Gen. Inv.- 

Ident.--x 

Laboratory- 

Legal Coun._ 

Plan.& Eval. — 

Spec. Inv._ 

Training_ 

Telephone Rm. — 
DirectoivSec'y — 


Ci) 


m 


information 


The purpose of this raemorzmdum is to summai’ize \ 

_»n in FBI files concerning (Israeli intelligence col- 

lection capabilities in the United States. James J. Angleton, 
former Chief, Counterintelligence Operations, Central Intelligence^^ 
Agency (CIA) , advised the FBI on G/26/75 that he appeared before’*'! 
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) and in response to questiong,^^- * 

advised SSC he only had secondhand and fragmentary information/- ^ i 
concerning (Israeli capabilities to conduct intelligence collection^ 
in the United States, including (nuclear information^ He advised . . 

the SSC that questions concerning this matter might more properly y'^j 
be directed to the FBI. /Sensitive technical sourc e coverage by / 


the FBI of the 


between 


February, 1969,and October, 1972, developed information showing 
that AngTeton, during this period in his official ca pacity at 
CIA, ha d frequent personal liaison contacts with the ! 1 


Israeli Intelligence Service (IIS) repj?eSentatives involvini^ 
the exchahge of extremely sensitive ihformation. Currently the O 
FBI has no pendinj|: investigation involving Israeli intelligence ^ 

collection capabilities in the United States. The most current 0 

information in FBI fil es concerning this matter involv ed the ®: 

investigation based onj . . 

the establishment at L_ t of 

an Israeli technical intelligence network. Also under investi¬ 
gation during this period at Nev/ York City v/as an IIS attempt to 
penetrate United Nations and official Arab establishments by the 
use of live sources. FBI files also^ reflect.that jyCS^^ores^ntjitiyeS 
periodically have operated in the Ug^^/ St^g airgil^ eyl! 
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SECRET>^0^ 

Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Yfannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


ACTION: 


None. For information. 
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SECRET/^OP^^S^ 


Memorandum to Mr. V/, R. V/annall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


DETAILS : 

According to referenced memorandum, James Angleton, 
former Chief, Counterintelligence Operations, CIA, advised the 
FBI on 6/26/75 that he had recently testified under oath without 
counsel before three Senators and staff members of the Senate 
Select Committee (SSC), He v/as questioned concerning his knov/1- 14 
edge of {Israeli capabilities to conduct, intelligence collection 
in the United States, including Nuclear information Angleton (* 
stated he avoided any direct ansv/ers, advising thar any knowledge 
he might have would be secondhand and fragmentary. He informed 
the SSC that questions concerning this matter might more properly 
be directed to the FBI. 

_ Senstive technical source co verage by the FBI of the 

between February, 1969, and 
uccooer, iy/z, aeterminea tnat Angleton, in his official capacity 
at CIA, had frequent personal liaison Contacts wi th TgvaAii 
Intellift’ence Service (IIS') representatives at the 
I I involving the exchange^ 01 extremely 

sensitive information. This special relationship was confirmed 
by Angleton and other CIA officials during a meeting with an FBI 
representative on 4/3/69. At this meeting CIA representatives 
stated that this liaison with IIS was knov/h by the V/hite House 
and the U. S. State Department. (S) 

At the present time the FBI has no pending investigation 
involving Israeli intelligence collection caphbiiities in the 
United States. 

The most current information in FBI f fles concerning 
this matter inv olved the investigation basedobj 

concerning the est ablishment a£ l _ 

_ / Israeli technical intelligence 

network directed by Avraham Hermoni, Scientific Counselor. Herraoni 
prior to his assignment as Scientific Counselor in Washington, 

D. C., was involved in the Israeli nuclear v/eapons program. The 
activities and contacts of Hermoni and colleagues at the Embassy 
were investigated through 1972. The investigations of these 
individuals v/ere discontinued as no specific information was 
developed to indicate that they had acted unlawfully or outside 
the scope of their official duties. 


SECRET// 
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secret/£co^ ( f ) 


Memorandum to Mr. V/. R. V/annall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


During the period of these investigations it v/as 
detei'mined that Embassy of Israel officials recruited U. S. 
scientists for employment in Israel, and extensive liaison was 
established v/ith individuals within U. S. scientific, political, 
academic and industrial communities. As an example, Hermoni 
developed close contact with Dr, Zalman Mordecai Shapiro, Director 
of Nuclear Materials and Equipment Corporation, Apollo, 
Pennsylvania, a firm which processes uranium 235 for nuclear 
reactors. (S) 

The basis of the d iscontinuation of the sensitive 
technical source coverage onl jFK~Act~~6.(i')'(c) ] 


During this period it v/as also determined that the 
IIS was attempting- to penetrate the United Nations (UN) and 
Arab diplomatic establishments in New York City. An informant 
of the New York Office, v/ho previously engaged in intelligence 
activities in the Middle East for the Israelis between 1955 and 
1960 while working at the UN, v/as recontacted by Israeli intel¬ 
ligence in August, 1968, while visiting Israel. This informant 
had access at the UN to extremely sensitive information from the 
office of the Secretary General. Israeli intelligence had 
directed him to obtain and furnish, through a mail drop in 
Belgium, interoffice communications between the Secretary General 
of the UN and his undersecretaries, and information regarding 
the Middle East, particularly relating to Arab mattei's. (TO 

In May, 1938, another informant of the Nev/ York Office, 
who previously resided in the Middle East and was active in the 
Egyptian intelligence service, addressed a personal letter to 
General Dayan of Israel in which he expressed his opinion the 
Israelis should force the Egyptians to surrender and sign a peace 
treaty. Informant was subsequently contacted in New York City by 
an Israeli intelligence agent who furnished his name as "Michael" 
who showed informant a copy of his letter to Dayan. "Michael" 
subsequently "recruited" informant and furnished him a mail drop 
in Italy. "Michael" instructed informant to obtain employment at 
an Arab diplomatic establishment in Nev/ York City in order to 

COOTINUED - OVER 
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secret4co^Cs) 

Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Y/annall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


furnish Israeli intelligence information on Arab moves in the 
Middle East crisis. During a meet in October. 1939. “Michael 


JFK Act 6 (1)(C) 
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1 - He. J. B, Adams 


1 - Mr, II, R, Uannall 

1 - thr. \h 0. Cregar 

Hr. H, R, Uannall 

^ - 6/26/75 . 

Ciy- Mr. F. S. Putman 

1 - Mr. W. A. Branigan 
1 - tSr. L. F, Schwartz 

H, 0. Cregar 

SEMSTUDT 75 

* r 




On 6/26/75 James J. Angleton, former Chief, 
Counterintelligence Operations, Central Intelligence Agency, 
telephonically furnished the following > information to 
SA L, F, Schwarts. • 


-i ri 

t, c: 

w 

O Ki 

r' - w ^ j 

ri' {'i 



Angleton recently testified under oath before three 
Senators and Staff Members of the Senate Select Committee (SSC). 
He appeared without counsel. During his testimony, Angleton 
w«.s asked numerous miestioos coneeming his knowledge of 
Israeli capabilities to conduct intelligence collection in the 
United States. Among the questions asked Angleton were questions 
bearing on Israeli efforts to gather nuclear information in 
the United States. Angleton indicated that the SSC apparently 
Is aware of Angleton*s past close relationship with the Israelis, 
and Angleton feels that the questions directed to him by the 
SSC may be related to information provided to the Committee by 
correspondent Tad Szulc vjho, according to Angleton, is writing 
an article concerning Angleton *s relationship v7ith the Israelis 
for Penthouse Magazine, Angleton understands that Szulc has 
either testified or has been interviewed by the SSC. 

Angleton stated that he avoided any direct ans^rers 
on the above questions by stating that any knowledge he might 
have would be secondhand and fragmentary. He advised the SSC 
tfcat such questions might more properly be directed to the FBI, 
Uhen asked trho in the Bureau might be knowledgeable in this 

62-116395 - . 
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Memorandtim to Mr. W. R, Waimall 

Re: Senstudy 75 

62-116395 


area, Angleton replied that he did not know but that he believed 
the current senior Bureau official concerned with operational 
matters to be Deputy Associate Director James B, Adams, 

In addition, Angleton advised that certain questions 
he was asked dealt with alleged Soviet attempts to infiltrate 
the CIA and other agencies. Again, Angleton avoided a direct 
answer and indicated that the FBI would be the appropriate 
agency to direct such questions to. Finally, Angleton commented 
that in the event the Bureau thought it desirable he would be 
happy to personally brief the Director or other appropriate 
Bureau official concerning his*testimony. He commented that 
he has not been asked to, nor has he offered to, brief William 
Colby, Director of Central Intelligence, concerning his testimony 

RF.COMMENDATIONS ; . _ 

1. We are checking for any available information 
in' files concerning Israeli intelligence collection capabilities 
in the United States, Results will be summarized in separate 
memorandum. 


2. It is not believed appropriate to request 
Angleton to brief the Director or other Bureau official 
concerning his testimony, particularly since Angleton has 
not seen fit to brief his former superiors at CIA. A request 
by the Bureau for a briefing by Angleton might be misconstrued 
if it were to come to the attention of Colby or other CIA 
officials, 
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SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 


. wlj^pCREGM 


<•'. jA 

V! 


Dep. A^JjAdm. ^ 

Admm._ 

Comp. Syst._ 

Ext. Affairs_ 

Files & Com._ 

Gen. Inv. - ^ — 
Ident. \ j 

Laboratory_ 

Plan. & Eval._ 

Spec. Inv._ 

Training 

Lcsa\(i:^(y^^ 
Telepl'^rle Rm. ^ 
Director Soc’y .^L 


files. 



Memorandum 2 - Mr. j. a. Mmtz 

^ (J. B. Hotis) ":rs;r:z 

m^. R. q9^ “c".- 

MR. wKWfeREGAR \ ' W Bassett 

^ J 1 Cregar Labo™,.ry _ 

^ ^ l/l'lilm^ Plon.&Ev<.l._ 

^s™dy75^ 

This memorandum recommends rh^K^eputy Associate Director Soc’y . 

Director Adams personally discuss with ,4he Attorney General (AG}/^g^| ly^ 
procedures as to how we will respond to the 5/14/75 request fronrjpfX 
the Senate Select Committee (SSG) relating to Mr. Hoover's 0 & C . 
files. 

In a letter dated 5/14/75 directed to the AG, Senator'J \ 
Frank Church, Chairman of the SSC, requested extensive information 
from both the Department and the FBI. Appendix C III, page 'four, .-j 
of the 5/14/75 letter concerned itself with the 0 & C files of the J 
FBI. Specifically, Question 21 asked for an itemized description 
of the contents of each 0 & C folder. Question 22 requested all 
memoranda and other materials contained in the 0 & C files pertaining 
to internal security, intelligence collection and/or counterintelli^ 
gence matters. Question 23 requested all memoranda, files, or ^ 
other materials including inspection reports on which a statement g 
by AG Levi before the House Judiciary Committee 2/27/75 was predi-o 
cated. / ^ — (_/ f^Q Q 

It is to be noted tlrat°fii Senator Church's letter he too^ 
cognizance of the privacy issue involved in some of the 0 & C fil^ 

He requested where the response to a particular request would invc^ve 
the production of derogatory personal information about an individual, 
we provide the document with such information deleted and consult 
the Chief Counsel of the SSC regarding procedures for access to 
the deleted information which would protect individual p-^gjjggy;jtfiu 
the degree consistent with the Committee's need to exercise its^V' 
mandate, ^ mis'1975 

In February the Inspection Staff conducted a compsa-^. —- 

hensive review of these 0 6e C files. An overall memoranciumtogether 
with a summary statement with respect to each of the 164 folders 
comprising the 0 & C files was prepared. A copy of the Inspection 
Staff memorandum together with a copy of each of the 164 summary 

62-116395 
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall 

RE: SENSTUDY 75 

62-116395 


statements was furnished Levi. Following receipt of these, 
the AG, accompanied by the then Associate Deputy AG James 
Wildefotter, visited the Bureau and personally reviewed a 
number of files from which the summary statements were, developed. 
It was based on this review that the AG made his statement before 
the House Judiciary Committee on 2/27/75. 



In order to comply with the requests from the SSC dated 
5/14/75 relating to the 0 & C files, it is suggested we permit 
Senator Church and Senator John Tower,. Minority Chairman of the 
SSC, be. allowed to review the 164 sxammary statements prepared 
by the Inspection Division without any deletions or. excisions. 

We believe this effort would demonstrate a willingness on the 
part of the Bureau to be forthcoming and would allow the Committee 
in the persons of Church and Tower to satisfy themselves that 
the AG's statement of 2/27/75 correctly represented the contents 
"of the 0 & C files. If after this review Senators Church and 
Tower feel they would personally like to review a file or files 
from which the summary statements were prepared, we would be in 
a position to excise from the file or files any information which 
might reveal highly sensitive investigative techniques • or the 
identities of sources, either of which could jeopardize FBI ongoing 
investigations, 

. It is recognized, of course, that the manner in which 
we respond to the SSC in this or any other requests is a decision 
that the AG must make. 


ACTION; That Deputy Associate Director Adams personally discuss 
this matter with the AG as to how the AG desires the Bureau 
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Assoc. Dir,_ 

Dep. AD Adm, ^ 

Dep. AD Inv._ 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. 

Comp. Syst._ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

Gen. Inv._ 

Went._ 

Inspection_ 

Intell. _ 

Laboratory - 
Plon. & Eval. ^ 
Spec. Inv. ^ 

Training_ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Telephone Rm._ 

Director Sec’y_ 


pbNITED ^ATES SENATE SELECT COMMiTTEE 
TO STUDY GOVEBNMENTAL OPERATIONS 
•WITH REJECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACOTITIES 

RE: "OFFICIAL AND CONFIDESfTlAL” 

FILES OF THE FBI 


Reference is made to letter dated May 14, 1975, with 
attached appendices, requesting certain documents and other informa¬ 
tion from the FBI. 

Appendix C, Part paragraphs 21, 22^ and 23* of 
referenced letter request^ the foHowii^ information: 

”21. An itemized description of the contents of each 

file folder in the so-called ’Official and Confidential' 
files of the FBI (see testimony of Attorney General 
Levi before the House Judiciary Committee, 
February 27, 1975). 

”22. All memoranda and other materials contained in 
the 'OHicial and Confidential* files pertaining to 
Internal security, intelligence collection, and/or 
counterintelligence matters, operations* or 
acUvities including, but not limited to* the following 
documents mentioned by the Attorney General: 

"a* 'Policy Matters' — 'Presidential directives 
regarding the role of the FBI in the security 
fields conversations between Mr. Hoover and 
V\ / a President-elect regarding the role of the 
/ yv FBI in his forthcoming Administrationj letters 

HM: jvl i {\ to and from the Widte House regarding espan- 

( 2 ) (\j Sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad*. 

NOTE: 


4 


See memorandum, W. O. Cregar to Mr, W. R. Wannall, 
dated 6/4/75, captioned as above, prepared by WOC:ek-\^. , 

.... [4 

MAIL ROOM L I TELETYPE UNIT I / v-i ^ 

_ _ „ -■//'> > 4 .' 


4 v;:'p 
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RE; *»Of£icialaildCoii£idential»» 
FUes of the FBI 


‘Tj. ‘Administrative X>2atters‘ ‘Memoranda 
regarding an Attorney Oeneral‘s decision with 
respect to supervision of the FBI by an 
Assistant Attorney Qenerali a memorandum 
concerning the briefing of the President by 
Mr* Hoover and the Attorney General with 
respect to certain Intelligence activities by 
hostile nations within the United States’* 

»»c. ‘Reference Elaterial* -- *A compilation of 
data concerning the 1964 riots’. 

”d. ‘Protection of sources or sensitive information* — 
‘Materials on FBI counterintelligence activities; 
technical devices and techniques; the telephone 
surveillance involving sensitive coverage in the 
national security area*. 

"23. All memoranda, files, or other materials, including 
inspection reports or related surveys, which pertain 
to the follov;lng statement by Attorney General Levi 
in his testimony before the House Ju^ciary Committee, 
February 27, 1975; 

"*. . . m order to consider what measures may be 
appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize 
the types of abuse to wlilch the Bureau has been 
susceptible in the past. 

"a. ‘Use of the resources of the FBI to gather 
political intelligence. Our reviev/ disclosed 
a tew documented Instances in which the Bureau 
at times during the course of an election 
campai^ was requested to provide — and did 
indeed provide — information which could be 
used as political intelligence information. 
one instance, this involved a check of FBI files 
on the staff of a campaign opponent. 


m 2 ^ 
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RE: "Official and Confidential" 
Files of the FBI 


"b. ’Improper use of the FBI in connection with 
the political process. In a few instances 
recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent 
President caused the FBI to gather intelligence 
relating to a political convention under circum¬ 
stances that although c^t in legitimate law 
enforcement terms could — and some would 
say should — have been suspected of being 
politically motivated. 

"c. ’Use of the FBI to report on certain activities 
of critics of an Administration’s policies. The 
FBI files document a few instances in wliich an 
incumbent President caused the Bureau to report 
on certain activities of Members of CO!i^ress 
who were opposed to and critical of his policies. 

”d. ’Use of information in the FBI files to respond 
to or discredit critics. Again, the Bureau files 
document a very small number of instances in 
v/hich derogatory information legitimately obtained 
by the Bureau v/as disseminated to other members 
of the Executive Branch to enable them to 
discredit their critics. 

”e, ’Use of the FBI in connection with other 
legitimate law enforcement activities. There 
was one documented instance where the FBI v;as 
used to conduct an inquiiy for what might be 
described as political purposes, relath% to an 
investigation properly conducted by other 
Executive Branch officials. *" 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 


June 4, 1975 


UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

RE: "OFFICIAL AND CONFIDENTIAL" 

FILES OF THE FBI 


Reference is made to letter dated May 14, 1975, with 
attached appendices, requesting certain documents and other informa¬ 
tion from the FBI. 


Appendix C, Part HI, par graphs 21, 22, and 23, of 
referenced letter requested the following information: 

"21. An itemized description of the contents of each 

file folder in the so-called ’Official and Confidential’ 
files of the FBI (see testimony of Attorney General 
Levi before the House Judiciary Committee, 
February 27, 1975). 

"22. All memoranda and other materials contained in 
the ’Official and Confidential’ files pertaining to 
internal security, intelligence collection, and/or 
counterintelligence matters, operations, or 
activities including, but not limited to, the following 
documents mentioned by the Attorney General: 

^ u "a, ’Policy Matters’ — ’Presidential directives 

A regarding the role of the FBI in the security 

\ A jA field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and 

r r ^ President-elect regarding the role of the 

\ fV » A (, * FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters 

1 ^ . \j to and from the White House regarding expan- 

o' 

j r..'' \ ' 

'C rn\ 
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RE: "Official and Confidential” 
Files of the FBI 


'Td. 'Administrative Matters' — 'Memoranda 

regarding an Attorney General's decision with 
respect to supervision of the FBI by an 
Assistant Attorney General; a memorandum 
concerning the briefing of the President by 
Mr, Hoover and the Attorney General with 
respect to certain intelligence activities by 
hostile nations within the United States'. 

"c. 'Reference Material' — *A compilation of 
data concerning the 1964 riots'. 

"d. 'Protection of sources or sensitive information* — 
'Materials on FBI counterintelligence activities; 
technical devices and techniques; the telephone 
surveillance involving sensitive coverage in the 
national security area'. 

”23, All memoranda, files, or other materials, including 
inspection reports or related surveys, which pertain 
to the following statement by Attorney General Levi 
in his testimony before the House Judiciary Committee, 
February 27, 1975: 

”'. . . In order to consider what measures may be 
appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize 
the types of abuse to which the Bureau has been 
susceptible in the past. 

”a. 'Use of the resources of the FBI to gather 
political inteUigence. Our review disclosed 
a few documented instances in which the Bureau 
at times during the course of an election 
campaign was requested to provide — and did 
indeed provide — information which could be 
used as political intelligence information. In 
one instance, this involved a check of FBI files 
on the staff of a campaign opponent, 

- 2 - 
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RE: "Official and Confidential" 
Files of the FBI 


’Tj. ‘Improper use of the FBI in connection with 
the political process. In a few instances 
recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent 
President caused the FBI to gather intelligence 
relating to a political convention under circum¬ 
stances that although cast in legitimate law 
enforcement terms could — and some would 
say should — have been suspected of being 
politically motivated. 

"c. ‘Use of the FBI to report on certain activities 
of critics of ah Administration‘s policies. The 
FBI files document a few instances in which an 
incumbent President caused the Bureau to report 
on certain activities of Members of Congress 
who were opposed to and critical of his policies. 

"d. ‘Use of information in the FBI files to respond 
to or discredit critics, i^ain, the Bureau files 
document a very small number of instances in 
which derogatory information legitimately obtained 
by the Bureau was disseminated to other members 
of the Executive Branch to enable them to 
discredit their critics. 

"e. ‘Use of the FBI in connection with other 

legitimate law enforcement activities. There 
was one documented instance where the FBI was 
used to conduct an inquiry for what might be 
described as political purposes, relating to an 
investigation properly conducted by other 
Executive Branch officials. ‘" 
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Admin.__ 
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Laboratory _ 

Plan. & EvaL ^ 

Spec. Inv. __ 1 : 

Training . | 

Legal Copn. __ | 

Telephone Rm. ^ j 
Director SecV _ ; 


/ RE BUREAU TaETTPE, JUNE !4, 1975. ^ 

aECTRONIC SIRVEILLANCE (ELSU8) INDICES At HDNOLtl.U ARE 
NEGATIVE RaATIVE TO OVERHEARS ON MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 
roWEVER, REVIEW OF HONOLltU CONTROL FILE PERTAINING TO ELStH 
MATTERS CONTAINS TWO TaETYPES FROM HJNOLlLUTO DIRECTS DATED 
FEBRUARY 18^ 19G4., AND FEBRUARY 19, 19S4, HONOLiLuFILE 100-6313, 
FDR THE "IMMEDIATE PERSONS ATTENTION, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
WILLIAM C. SILLIVAN" CAPTIONED "CPUSA, NEGRO QUESTION, COMMUNIST 
INaUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS? IS • C, BUFaE 100-3-116, MARTIN 
LUTHER KINS , R. , SM - C". 

TaETYPE DATa FEBRUARY 18 , 1964, INDICATES THAT ON 
FEBRUARY 17-18, 1964, ?|>OUBLE WASP" COVERAGE WAS EFFECTED ON KtNG 
AND HIS party AT HILTON HAWAIIAN VILLAGE, HONOLlLU, HAWAlII. THIS 




TaETYPE SETS FORTH COMMENT OF KING 
THAT "THIS IS A BEAUTIFUL PLACE AND 


T^^EFFECT 


^ JUL 31 1975 


07 


6 JUL '!• 1 1975 
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PAGE TWO (HN 62-865) 

TaETYPE FEBRUARY 19 , 1964, ALSO FORfH PART lAL-OONVER 

SATIOR OF KING IN HIS HOTEL ROOM. 

ABOVE communications MAINTAINED IN HONOLULU FILE 100-63I3A 
Ef® 
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GA AND hold ing 
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Memorandum 

CLASSIFICATION: 



To 


From 


Assistant Director 
Information Management Division 


RANDOLPH G. PRILLAMAN 


I 


.Sion 


Subject : SENSTUDY 75 


Date 


Dep. Dir-__ 

ADD Adn, 

ADD Inv-_ 

Asst- Dir.: 

Adn.Servs-_ 

Crim. Inv._ 

Ident._ 

Insp-_ 

IntelT T 

L^, _ 

Legal Com. 

Rec- Mgnt._ 

Tech- Servs-_ 

T rainin g 
Cong- Affs- Oft. 

Off. of EE O 
Off. Liasori''5 

Int. Affs._ 

Off. of Public Affs.^ 

Telephone Rm._| 

Director's Sec'y_ 


PURPOSE: To designate file # 62-116395-408 _ or other 

material identified herein for handling by the SFR as indicated. 
Execute numbered paragraphs only as they may apply. For new 
cases, the SFR will insert the file number, but depositors should 
specify classification desired for file. 


1. The attached file/qocumen^ should receive special 
restricted processing and acce^ “in TEhe SFR for the reasons set 
forth below (Specify justification): 


2. The Control Officer for file number_ 

_is designated as the Unit Chief of the _ 

_Unit; Unit cost code _, extension 

number _, room #_ Alternate Control Officer is the 

Section Chief of the_ Section; 

extension number _, room #_, Division_. 

3. The following entities will be granted direct access 
to this file/document with the understanding that no information 
contained therein may be used or extracted without the knowledge 
and concurrence of the depositor. 


a. Document Classification Appeals and Affidavits 
Unit 

b. Name Check and Service Unit 
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CLASSIFICATION; 


4. The following entities may be granted direct access 
to this file/document with the understanding that no information 
contained therein may be used or extracted without the knowledge 
and concurrence of the depositor. (Check as appropriate or 
specify additional). 

a. Legal Counsel Division_ 

b. Freedom of Information and Privacy Acts Section_ 

c. ELSUR Index Subunit_ 

d. Security Programs Unit_ 

e. Industrial Security and Clearance Invest. Unit_ 

f. Facility Access and Security Unit_ 

g- _ 

5. File #_ should be removed from 

the SFR and placed in general filing space. Authorized by 
_(Signature and Title). 

6. The code word/name_ should be 

indexed and assigned to this investigation entitled: (Show Title 
and identify approving communication. Also, submit search slip 
showing General Indices was searched.) 


CLASSIFICATION: 
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i-£C-iion 


# 




m Sll LA CODE 

PM DR6EHT 6-1S-75 SMA 
to DIRECtOH (C2^-il63D5> 

FROM LOS AIWS'ELES (100-243450 
iHTD - W. D, CRE6AR 

jyproE^HSTUDrTir 


1 \ n v-?o 


>7|' P'. 


- - H>7 



Assoc. Dir. 
Dep.-A.D.-Ad5Su»„ 1 
Dep.-A-D.-InT-w 
As«t Dir.; 

Admin. 








C»'mp. Syst. 

; Ext. ilffairs ._ 

I Files & Com. __H 

} Gen. Inv. t 
A liient. -^ 

)rat*>ry L4_ ;| 

& Eva! _^ 

Inv, . 


ei^al _ 

T*^4ephGri:e lira. 
Director ^^ecY 


RE BUREAU TELETYPE, JUNE 13, IDT5 AND LOS ANGELES 
TELETYPE, JUNE 13, 1975. 

/FURTHER SEARCH OF LOS ANGELES JUNE FILES REFLECTS THE 

/ 

raLLOWIfm CONCERNING ELECTRONIC^ SURVEILLANCE OF MARTINUJLtHER 
‘,^%1NG, JR‘..-' ( , 


MISUR installed AMOaSSADOR HOTEL, LOS ANGELES, Ilj45 PM, 
FEBRUARY'S®, 1964. ASSIGNED SYMBOL NO. CSLA 4492-S ASTERISK^ 
DISCONTINUED 6*00 PM, FEBRUARY 21, 1964. 

MISUR INSTALLED HYAtT HOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 9tS0 PM, 
EBRUARY 22, 1964; ASSIGNED SYl©OL NO. CSL/^£j4^3-S 






TERISK* DISCONTINUED 9*30 PM, FEBRUARY 24, 1964 

TESUR installed HYATT HOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 4*00 PM, 

3 JUL 31 1P7.r- 

APRIL 24, 1964. ASSIGNED SYMBOL NO. CSLA 4506-S ASTERISK. 
DISCONTINUED 2*00 PM, APRIL 26, 1964. 

^JTESUR and MISUR INSTALLED HYATT HOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 

10*00 PM, JULY 7, 1964. ASSIGNED SYPBOL NOS. CSLA 4522-S 
asterisk and CSLA 4525-S ASTERISK. DISCONTINUED 9*30 AM, ;\l 

JULY 9, 1964. 

END 



/ 


•> ‘it. - 


iN EMviJ-LiOPb 


SPEC. (\) M'. ; 

1 ' / 
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Assoc. Dir. 


1/ 

M 002 DE CODE 


JlHf' 



Dep.^A.D.-A dm. _ 
Dep.-A.D.~Tp v_ _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin._ _ 

Comp. Syst. _ , 

Ext. Affairs — 
Files & Com. _ .. 

Gen. Inv._ _ 

Ident. ___ 


Inspection^ i 
Intell-Wm 



4:15 PM URGOt'^ONE 16, 1975 PMH 
TO: 116395) 

DETROIT <62- 

INTD - W.O. CRESAR 


Laboratory _i_ 

Plan. & EvaL _ 

Spec. Inv._ - 

Trainin'?__ 

Legal Conn._ 

Telephone Em. ^ 
Director Sec'y 









attention: 

JUNE,(%NSTUDY 75. 

RE^iui^'~TErETYPE TO DETROIT, DATED JUNE 13, 1975, 

DETROIT ElectroNIC surveillance indices sho w no 

REFERENCE TO KING ON INSTALLATION LISTED IN REFERENCED 
TELETYPE, 

END 


il'V' 


‘7^ 


v 


/ 

/ 


1; 












# 


TJ'r? yi:i:j:ctxcy Gcsioral^ 


25j,. 


l-l 

1 

• < 


‘ ^ Jw<.' ^ \ S-'*'* J ^»* »« I .» *- '•'w *•* Jk-f i * <tc* .«, ^ ta > 






Ttxr 


H'.irc-rnt is nu'oisoirily conducting oloetronic aurveil~ 
ii- ti'O r-c/ir^rtM-init in Qceordancs tvitb guidoiincs 
Au:vnL:^IiC'tt ft:.- tha Ci'iiaisaS. mid Ta:;'Divisions of tbe Dcprirtiaont, 

•X!*Cs Cri's-inul '/division and Taji: r-ivisio-n guidolinos vith 
iVT'pna'c to .'oaltor-.'ou iKir,vei'r'<'it:icrxS rocuiA-o tljat tha i'BI xurnisU 
i»VL''v..'^;-Cf 3 V *“";ra ll.a individual J.;r:-in;i qnccI'vOd ap'Wai'S to bo presont 
r..it Co' a ;■■’in, convsA’i-'Otiou o«;^orhoard in any oiectronic 

:.■;:*.-v•.'i.■!,ian^.?. Ciw.n.(,ac'cr.d by tj:.cr Fir.Ko Additioxiallyj tho Ta;c Division 

(/vr.‘d':Jl:'i.v,3 r; duiro •J.y^i'-tiu.c'.j vhoyo th-o iiicirv'ldujii viaa ‘V.ontioned 
ui' c:i:.c.:-J::C''-‘' by othors a’lio \vare uoxiitox'ed E^y eioctronic 

Ji' t i A.* V iyS Jf. X x 4*^iO O A 


If. tLo yv.'csrii?t x'acuirerseiits of tEie Folix Alderislo'aiid • 
rclxitod dr-clr:form do not rooniro the disoloours of ^uentioned or 
divciifisac'"' ro'ea.'cnccs to .jjabJoci:?? is cloctronie siii-vc-xlIorsCG 
io. 'tjp it v;r;nli! iy-r-cofti' t;;a1; i'uu'’' 2 ccssary til’ie and cfi’o.t’t afo E^oinci- 
'at-.lii5':.:Ki ixi co.^iJilixig ouch inforaation fox the Tax Division, 

iin vic"^ of rcfcciit court <'<cscisioas» tho C 2 ?iniinal DS,v5.si6H 
furuiobAxd rmaxidad cuidolinos r'onuiring a cheek of our records to^ 
r.Is’o .''o-cor.ulae :li' the livEividusl ’bei-ng chocked had propxttGtory 


1. 


vjicfci c.:uintuiii€^d, 


l5>, prcouiso.S’ x^hore our eleetr’onic survoilXaace coverage 


Xn order to cTitabiish xxniforraity in tho mattes* of olac' 
troiric suA*vcilIaiK;G clioci.'B Exeix'ig viado for the El-spartr.ent ^ it is 
x’cc.uc-stod that the EEGnertvac'-Jt advise x?E>etsaer the "bexitionsd or 
cltcuitsod'* r-aferenceff vot xxow reouii'-ed by the Crisuinai Division 
shoaXd i.-cnl'inuci to roceive coasidoration for Tax Division elec¬ 


tronic x:urvciIlaiico ehocks, F-ertUor^ please advise if this 
D.u“oau s-iouict also dotortuino pxopxietasy interest for recuests- 
rc-coiv^ou from tho.Tax DiviDioa as is done in Criaiual Slvisioa 
rcQucsto-,. 
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. Form PJ-150 ^ 


, JEd. 4^r£-6i)- 


UNITED STAGES QC 




IMENT 


Department of justice 


• Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 


FEQM / : Will Wilson 

,•••. Assistant Attorney General 
Crim5.nal Division 

subject: EISCTROIJIC SUR\?EIELMCE 
. John Baborian et al, 

Rhode Island - Maine 


date: 


Ap'ril 16, 1969 








As you Icnow, the decision of the Supreme Court on-March 10, 

19S9t in Willie Israel Alderman, et al a v. United States expanded 
'the concept of stancl'ingTiltli'Vespect to electronic surveillance and 
held that an individual has standing not only i-ri-th respect to his ovin 
overheard conversations but also with respect to'^overhearings on 
premises in which he has a proprietary interest, even though he was 
not present at the time of the conversations. Because of this decision, 
it v:i.ll be necessary in future requests for electronic surveillance , 
information to ascertain whether or not there was coverage on premises 
in which the subject had a proprietary interest. Accordingly, it is 
requested that you advise as to each of the individuals on the attached 
Ixsx -1 

K 

(a) Whether the named individual appears to be present at, 

or a participant in, conversations overhea.rd in any electronic surveillance 
by your agency. 

(b) I'Jhether an electronic surveillance was conducted on any 
prem3.ses of which the named individual was the owner, lessee or licensee, 

(c) If the individual, or the premises of which the individual 

was oxmev, lessee or licensee vras the subject of an electronic surveillance, 
did the surveillance consist of wiretapping or an electronic eavesdropping 
device. ^ 

(d) If the latter, please adyaso us of the method o f en trvi 
utilised in the placement of tho devicek 

(e) Ifes the information from any su.-^h device disseminated in 
any Manner to any other agency. If so, when and to 

(i) Did the inforiaation from any such devj-cc-'apycr.P-idth-cri'vly 
•or indirectly in an;;* renorts made in reference to the individual by 
yoiu’ agency. If so, would you please advise us of tho reports in which 
Bucb infomation appoared and, if the information was attributed to c. 

♦'jn the designation Cf that symbol iii the pertinent report. - 

j I.t j.jur records ii4icate that, tho Individualf: have tised ha'.:c 5 _.l 

other than those indicatcck oltjase check your olfictronlc s’crveillan.ee 
inlic-c.-.: wli’j ro.spict to the additional names. 


.ar-vucnr.evi- 
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5/2/69 


Airtel 


i 


To: SAC; Albany “ Enc."'^— 

From; Director, FBI 

DEPAETLIEKT INQUIRIES CONCERNING 
ELECTRONIC S'ORVSILLANCE COVERAGE 




.jsff'' 

ifi 









twj 


Buairtel to SAC, Albany, January 12, 1967, with Exhibits 
A and B ftirnished guidelines for conducting electronic surveillance 
checks for the Tax and Criminal Divisions of the Department. ' i 

In view of the Supreme Court decision on March 10, 1969, 
in tho T/illie Israel Alderman case, the Criminal Division of the 
Department has revised some of the questions referred to the 
Bu 3 ?eau relative to individuals to be checked in our records for 
electronic s’arveillance coverage. A copy of a memorandtim from the 
Croiminal Division dated April 16, 1939, captioned "Electronic 
Surveillance, John Baborian et al., Rhode Island “• Maine," is 
enclosed for each office containing a brief explanation of v/hat 
v/ill be requ5.red in futui-e electronic surveillance checks. The 
significant change is contained in question (b) of the enclosed 

memOi’andtUii. 

1 • 

In future electronic surveillance requests from the 
Criminal Division in line with the April 16, 1969, memorandum, 

^e^h office will be I'eforred to this airtel and its enclosure as 
•C'or/fcaining the g’uidelines to follow for the electronic surveillance 
icheck. 

Each request for electronic surveillance information 
i 7 ;peived by your office musi; be carefully searched tlroough existing 
x-Spords to insure com 


raa.^icrial. 


Als 


aplete accuracy as to the covex-age and related 


o, in each reply to the Bureau containing details of 


el ectronic survoi?la-ace coversige on individ’uals checked, tho 
^Identity of the monitoring 2xic;cophone must be included-. 

All Offices ^ Enclosure 


] 
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c • 


■f'"* • /".r*** 

1 ., 3«,4 


i - LIr, DeLonch 
1 - Gale 
j, - Hj?. McAndrows 
1 - Mr. Stefanak 


"-j - r-» 

•■'• r 
< 


C*i:ptarA7:<c:? SO, A.9-G 




W*«.* r 


/7? /(; fs ^i^kmjL. <L^ 


This v/ili acIaiOY/iG-ifiO receipt of ciie letter fro:a 
.i,'elstaut .Vttornoy General Vinson dated Septemljar 27, 1030, 
sj ■■r:,ixi lie ^ii[;i;cats that it aay be advisable for tliis Bureau 
t i .laintain appropriate indices wi'th respect to electronic 
aurvcrlllancos and laaberials dorivod thcrefro.ii. Such indices 
•cL'c alr^r.d/ in c:ristonec* 

, •/' 

\;itli reference to i^e •observation concerning early 
advice v'if any oicctronic devipe in cases being: prepared for 
p:.'oceeutio'ji, it should be nqtbd that vie are not avarc at all 
fixes of ail cases failing' into this category, f : v;ould 
f'-vpcar, tJioi'cforo, iixcxnaboiit on the Depax-'tuont, }. rticularly 
in tar; cases involvizig orr/hnisod criso .figuresi v,. ;otify us 
of ti/so rantters '..-hich uay bo tindor consideration aj to 
prosecution. .If, in saich inatto-i'S* yuu oill notify • . of any 
intent as to prosecution, .wo \7ilX bo happy to ii.a.io«u„utoly 
furnish you v/itli any port’ixjont inforiuatiOii. >. . 


•.Sxf: 

^ 1 , 

.^i 

^ki 
^ p- 


la th3 event you desire a Eopar‘'::.:a.'itiil represent at ivo 
7 to c-..;tact the ‘Curoau, concoa‘rMng this matc..r, pieaso i.;ol free 
>.-e cx..arr,’..-ac;ate with Ur. jCeXiOach \v4o"*is in ii p^sitio-iE xo discuss 
this laattor. < 


ni ■ T.'ith rcforenco to the statCMont iii Ur. Vins:: 's lOuter 

g of Doptenbor i7, 1983, coiicerniiig tlio necessity of cle ■linrx an 
iaxportan'' laves uij.: .ition in the Iliaar 'area because the cvidonco 
v.scossar:? to obta,iii a conviction was‘tainted, 2 assania Lir, Vinson 
is re;i:or.ring to tlio ease involv^ing Vraxih ”Iiofty‘* Iloson‘thai<, Dy 
;ue.uora.Txdus dated April 12, 5.9.35, you v/ai'O advised of thj ciJ.s‘iciico 
of cirr cevorage on Losonthal and you indicated j'our a„. ;'rovr.l of 
that co/craje on.the original of that mcrttoranditna. ‘ ft v. .s r>..j un-txl 
hover.hor 2C, 19 js, long after you personally appro-.-.^d the j.vo~ 
‘hone cn '.'..j.-renthai that Rosenthal and his associates v.crc- . „oStod 
_ -.or vxoiations of the gar^bling | p|;»tutoc. ' -• 

ZI 1 - the Peputy httornoy General \/^(~\D/) ) - 

.•rev..,. ...xron, cir-;-..- ••‘.(. 'c- 

~-^c^ ' A;:.plstant Ate....- ey General h ' V- *- • 


y"* Ot 


» * .1 




; 1 - ‘..lio Zovix^ Attorney General \Ar^/J/J ) ^ “ 

... . ... 

.•rev..,. ...xron, cir-;-..- ••‘.(. oyjiyj 'c- 

■E.^ ' A;:.plstant Ate..... ey General h ' V- *- • - 

rip-itJUT?— 

■ : See sac...orunduw J.H. Gale to DeLoach, sjune caption, 9/27/66,...'. 

' •’ ■ ••-.•- 

rTofe^W^Vll—i TELETYPE UNITLZI MCAjtjm 
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OiS'lONAi rosu NO. 10 
may 19^2 COiribN 
O^'OCN, 77 * 


UNITE'D STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memdrandum 

((f' V ' 

Mr. BcLoacirT'" ; 


FROM 


( 

J. H. 


DATE: September 27, 196&' 


Tolson — 
DeLooch . 

Mohr- 

Wick_ 

Cospcr — 
Coll oh an . 
Conrad 




SQllivc:y\-,.t 
Tovel —^1— 

Trotter- 

Tele. Room 

Holmes- 

Gandy- 


_s 


SUBJECT: ELECTRONIC DEVICES 




In the attached memorandum from Fred M. Vinson, Jr. iJy 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, dated September 27, 
1966, Vinson suggests it may be necessary and desirable for the 
Bureau to setup indices of individuals who may have been covered / ^ 
by electronic devices and who may be under considei^ation ^or^ 
prosecutive action. jd 

The Director has instructed that Vinson be told that ^ 

such an indices is already in operation and that if he feels the 
need to, consult with any -Bureau officials, Mr. DeLdach has been 
designated to handle the contact. The Director also inquired as 
to whether the statements in Vinson’s letter to the effect that a 
gambling case in Miami had been closed because of prior electronic 7 
coverage were correct. ' 

In his letter, Vinson is apparently referring to the 
gambling case which we developed on\Frank ‘’Lefty” .Rosenthal' in 
the Miami area. V/e did have confidential coverage on Rosenthal 
. and Attorney General Katzenbach a pprove d^i:his cover a ge on our nano o f 
j AprilJg, 196 5. Rosenthal was not arrested in the Mxami case 
until November 28, 1965, v/e_ll_jafter_the _^AtXPrney^Genex3-l.,,had 
aj^roved ourj^qnfidential'coverage.. This fact is beihg called- 
^o'^the “attehtion of the Attorney General and Mr. Vinson in the 
attached letter. 

V/ith reference to other statements made in Vinson’s 
letter,' we have made available to the Department, wherever requested, 
pertinent logs of our &rmer confidential-coverage. Cur indices 
are adequate to handle any further contact by the Department in 
this regard. We are so advising Vinson in the attached letter 
to the ■ Attorney General. “ 

ACTION: .6 nniA^ises 

/ i 

There is attached for approval a le'tter* to..the—Arttorney 
General with copies to Vinson and to -theJT^eputy Attorney General 
pointing out we have appropriate indices'in operationj indie 

Eno.- 


1 - Mr. DeLoach 
1 - Mr, Gale 

Page 59 


4 V? ‘ • d s' 

/' NOTRSCCSDBDX 
1'. - Mr. McAnd;i:ev/s I 45 CGT'I.S ' 

1 “ Mr. Stefanak ‘ 


CONTINUED - OVER 




riLiiL) UM 









Memorandum to Mr. DeLoacii 
Re; Electronic Devices 


that we ai'e not always aware of cases in which the Depa.rtment 
may have a prosecutive interest; suggesting that.jthe—Dep artment 
shou ld check v/ith us whenever they contemplate prosecutive 
activity', particularly in _tax cases involvin g: organized crime 
f igu res a nd info mingL-j:he.. Department. that., if_they._desire _to 
further Qi-Scuss this matter, Mr. DeLoach_ of the Bureau will be 
'in a position,"fo h andle s uch contacts. ... 

This letter also advises the Attorney General that 
he approved the coverage on Rosenthal on April 12, 1965, and 
points out that Rosenthal was not arrested until November 28, 
1965. 



- 2 - 
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[ i'orm DJ-150 
JEcI. 4-26-65) 


^ ^ 

UNITED. STATES GOVERr^M'-NT 

¥lemordndum 


Dl 



flENT OF JUSTICE 


TO 


FROM 



CONFIDE. mAL 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 


date: liv ;> 7 1966 



•“red M. Vinson, Jr. 

Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division NA.TIONAE“S'ECURITy INFORMATION 

s. y . . • Unautbofized Disclosure 

A^JggiroalgJ^yiceff Subject to Criminal Sanctions 

In recent months the Department has beem confronted with serious 
problems concerning the prospective or continued ^rosec utiQii.,Q£4ndm.dualg 
who have bee]^tjie^,ubje.ct..of.prior^J.^c.tCQnic. s.urvjemance. These problems 
have~^meSmes arisen comparatively late in the investigative or prosecutive-' 


/ 


/ 


L 


process. For example, we recently were forced to close an important 
investigation involving major gambling figures in Miami because we were 
advised that the evidence necessary to obtain a conviction was tainted. In 
wd-icr cases the problem arose after indictment (United States v. Davis , 
Bufile 49-16547; United States v.‘ John Drew) or in the appellate stage after 
trial ( LJnited States 'v. BlacJc; United States v. Koiod) . 


/ 


_ In view of these experiences, it appears necessary and desirable 
that the "Department have full knowledge of the extent of any device probler 
at as early a stage of preparation for prosecution as possible in order to 
■determine whether a particular case may or may not be tainted or what 
responses will be necessary with respect to a motion under Rule 16 to 
. . /prpduce statements. 

\ / ‘ 

> Accordingly, I feel it is imperative for us to establish between 

^c;- " the Bureau and the Department (and perhaps United States Attorneys in 

cases of direct referral) some sort of "early warning" system. This may • 

( require the Bureau to set up and maintain apDropriat^n^ces with res_pect ^ 
to electronic surveiliance and the materials derived therefrom- 

I have discussed this suggestion with the Attorney General and tnes^ 
Deputy Attorney General, Both feel that the establishment of such ir^SSel 
is necessary. They have suggested that I discuss the details of their \ 
[Establishment with representatives of ±e Bureau. I should therefSr^ ' 
a^reciate your designating ^ individual.for this purpose at yoiir earliest 
conv-emence. 'Jfe Ca. f 

O y ? / 






41. 
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Mr, W. R. V/aimall 


12/4/74 


A, B. Fulton 


mCROPHONE AND TELEPHONE 
SURVEILLANCES 




Memorandum J. Keith to Mr. Cleveland, captioned as 
above, dated 10/23/74 recommended an airtel to all offices which 
instructed each field division maintaining a Title HI or a national 
security electronic curvoiliance to submit by close of business each 
Friday an index card on each person who was the subject of direct 
electronic surveillance coverage and each individual monitored by 
such coverage. 

x-'iiiSuaiit; to iiisirdcLions by the Bux-eau, these eax-ds are 
submitted by cover airtel which lists the names of the individuals 
contained on the cards. 

IKID feels the transmission of this list in open Bureau 
mail could compromise security of certain sensitive investigations 
and that the above procedure should be amended to prevent the 
listing of those persons surveilled and those persons overheard in 
an open communication. 


INTD recommends that as a security measure, current 
Instructions be amended and that the inventory of the names of 
persons overheard or subjected to electronic surveillance be 
included in the enclosure with the index cards and the cards and 
inventory list be submitted by cover airtel moroly stating that the 
enclosures are being forwarded pursuant to Bureau instructions. 


3Saclosure 


4.^^H:rfk 

: ( 19 ) 


;l CONTIhTUED - OVER 


lm?c£'^ttee and the content may be disclosed to unauthonzed ver6(m- 
ml vnfho^ the express avP'^'oval of the t m . 

iiOUTE IN ENVELOPE 
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Memarand^Lini to Mr. W. R. V/annall 
1 » 

Re: Aiicrophone and Telephone 
. Surveillances 



RECO^LMENDATION : 

That the attached :ynendment to existinf^ instructions be 
approved and reproduced for. transmission to all field offices. 


i 








I* » » 


TRUE COPY 


Airtel 


To: SAC, Albany ' JUNE 
From: Director, FBI 


\ 


12/6/74 


PERSONAL ATTENTION 


MICROPHONE AND TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES 


ReBuairtel to Albany captioned as above 


dated 10/23/74. 


Referenced communication instructed that index cards prepared in 
connection with electronic surveillance coverage should be submitted under 
the above caption with a cover airtel listing the names appearing on each 
card. In an effort to tighten the security of the submission of these cards, 
those instructions are being amended as follows: 


Cards are to be submitted by airtel each Friday under the caption 
’’Microphone and Telephone Surveillances” and carry Bureau file number 
62-318. 'I’ne cover airtel is to merely state that the cards are being 
submitted pursuant to instructions contained in Bureau airtel of 10/25/74. 
The enclosure envelope should contain a listing of the names appearing on 
the cards contained in the enclosure. 


No other instructions set forth in Referenced Bureau airtel are 
^amended. 


■ ■ -2 - All Offices 


TRUE COPY 




tJ.-- 


Tkim (Socummt^ts prepared in response to jonr request and is not for disseni- 
mafion outside your Committee. Its use ii limited to offidd> proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized perso^ 
nel, without the express approval of the FBI . ^ 


ROUTE IN ENVELOPE 
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airtol 





10/25A4 


To; SAC, . 

ihrom; Director, FBI 

MICROPHONE AND • 
TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES 




This airtel super^des ail previoufi JnstmctiOns set forth by 
PBIHQ concerning the maintenance of the special Indices containing 
names of individuals who were subject of direct electronic survelUanc® 
coverage or monitored by an electronic surveillance. 

I * ‘ . 


All offices who currently or will in the future use microphone 
and telephone surveillances in criminal and national security Investiga¬ 
tions, will submit to FBIHQ, as well as maintain In their own office 


IiiuiCob^ 


CJltO iitULix^o x/x cwua V V .t Jl ^w* 


electronic surveillance coverage or monitored by an electronic surveil¬ 
lance by Friday of each' week. 


A 3x6 white in'^x card will be utilized in the maintenance of 
this special indices in national security Investigations using the authority 
^ of the Attorney General Of tte United States. A 3x5 blue index card will 
be utilized in criminal cases involving the authority in Title in of the 
• Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. Both these cards 
•should have the name of the individual identified, identity of source, and 
date of direct or monitored coverage. See the attached samples of both 
sj^cial indices cards. The use of a blue card In court-approved 
electronic surveillances makes for easy arecognitlon in the special indices 


Enclosure •; 

2 - All Offices (Enclosure) 



This docum^t is prepared if SSrS of/i£ is? ^ 
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. Airtel .to Albany 

Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillances 


•/ .. 

• at FBIHQ and each field office. Ail cards are to be submitted to the , ( 

attention of the Special Investigative Division, Crimilnal InteUigoace and 
Organized Crime Section.- Ti^ cards will be submitted by airtel each 
Friday under the caption ’’hllcrophone and Telephone Surveillances. ” Tha 
" name on each card enclosed with the airtel should be listed In the body of 
the airtel. ' ' ^ ! 

f \ 

i , . 1 . 

On each individual on whom a card is prepared, the card must 
.indicate whether or not the individual was the subject of direct coverage or 
■ ■ monitored. Only one of tha last two items on the Index carcb should be used. 

We require only one c^d In the si^cial indices for an Individual 
■; • who was subject of direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored in 
' a conversation by an installation. If tha Individual was monitored in a 
'• conversation by more than one .Installation , a separate card must be stib- 
mltted on each individual for each Installation. 

Henceforth, when an application for a court-approved electronic 
surveillance Is being prepared by a field office for a telephone and/or 
. ■ microphone surveillance, a blue card should also be prepared and submitted 
. " on each individual on whom the application is being prepared, i. o., ti» 
principals, along with your inltM submission of tha application to FBIHQ, 

.' for filing in tl^ special indices'at FBIHQ. See the attacl^d sample of this 
blue card. 



In addition, each field office having had a prior court-approved 
electronic surveillance or surveillances should immediately review each 
individual application and submit a 3x5 blue card on each principal, 

. Promptly forward tl^se cards by airtel to FBIHQ under tlie individual case 
captlcoi listing the names of the principals in tl^ body of the airtel. 

You are also reminded that Bureau policy requires a search of 
the FBIHQ special indices regarding all the principals in your appllcatlcai • 
for a court-approved electronic surveillance prior to the submission of 
same to FBIHQ, A statement is required in your apiflloation showing tha 
results of this search. - . ■ 
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Airtel to Albany ' ' 

Res Microphone and Telephone SurvelUaaces . i 

N j * 

' • !\J 

PBIHQ Is also receiving an increasing number o£ requests 
from the Department for electronic survelUance information on individuals 
appearing before Federal Gferand Juries or defendants In criminal prosecu** 
tions. Therefore, It is imj^rative that special indices at FBIHQ 
contain names of Individuals who were monitored in conversations covered 
by our electronic sur\eillances and be current. ' 


You are reminded of the necessity to handle these sources on 
a strictly need-to-know basis in order to a^ord masimum security to th^. 
type of surveillance. Insure that appropriate administrative procedures 
are established in these matters. Your submission of special indices 
cards to FBIHQ wUl be closely followed. 



Indexed in accordance with instructions sat forth in Part Action 3, 
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(Blue Card) 




* ‘ I 





HAME iLA$TXA?vTE FTRSTji 
Source: AL NDNY 1 
Bui lie: 

Direct Coverage - (Date) 
Participant - (Date) 



NAME (LAST NAME FIRST) 
Principal Title III 
Source: AL NDNY 1 


NAME (LAST NAME FIRST) 

^ Source: AL 1000 - S or R 

I 

* Buf ile: 

Direct Coverage - (Date) 
Participant ~ (Date) 
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(Blue Card) 


(White Card) 



r 


TO : 

\t 

FROM : 

SUBJECT: 



/ 




.00 

UNITED STATES cdVERNMENT 


roltM NO. 10 

MAT T* 

OSA CtN. tIO. NO. 77 


I 






will supersede previous iiistructions set forth concerning the maintenance of ? 
the special indices containing the names of individuals who were subject of t 

■’direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored by an electronic 
surveillance, « . ' ‘ > 


This airtel instructs-that henceforth ail offices who use microphone 
and/or telephone surveillances in criminal and national security investigations 
will submit to FBIHQ, as well as maintain in their own office special indices, 
the names of all individuals who are the subject of direct electronic surveillan|5e 
coverage or monitored by an electronic surveillance by Friday of each week. 


A 3x5 white index card will be used in the maintenance of this 
special indices in national security investigations and a 3x5 blue index card in 
criminal cases. These cards will show the name of the individual identified, 
identity of source, and date of direct or monitored coverage. The cards will 
'be submitted to the attention of the Special Investigative Division, Criminal 
Intelligence and Organized Crime Section, The cards will be submitted by 
airtel each Friday under the caption "Microphone and Telephone Surveillances, " 
The name on each card enclosed with the airtel should be listed in the body of 
the airtel, 

'We require only one card in the special indices for an individual 
who was subject of direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored in a .. 
conversation by an instaliatiOT. If the'individual was monitored in-a con-rorsa-si ’ 
tion by more than one instigation,, a separate card must be submitted on e^h. 
individual on each instaJIa^®- 


to -.jonr request and is 
le ii limited to officia P-oceedings by 

. fn oi'iin/i/.thOTlZCd V6^SOlfl^ 
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Memorandum to Mr, Cleveland 

Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillance 


Henceforth, when an application for court-approved electronic 
surveillance is being prepared by a field office for a telephone and/or • 
microphone surveillance, a blue card should also be prepared and submitted 
on each individual on whom the application is being prepared, that is to say, 

/"** the principals, along with the initial submission of the application to FBIHQ 
for'filing in the special indices at FBIHQ. 

^ Each field office is also being requested to review their prior 

court-approved electronic surveillances and promptly furnish FBIHQ a 3x5 . 

. blue card on each principal for filing in tiK special indices, 

• '% f 

Each office is reminded of the necessity to comply with existing 
Bureau policy and request a search of the FBIHQ special iiidices regarding 
all the principals in their application for a court-approved electronic surveil- 
. • lance prior to the submission of same to FBIHQ. . • 

FBIHQ is also receiving an increasing number of requests from 
. - ■ the Department for electronic surveillance information on incMduals appearing 
• before Federal Grand Juries or defendants in criminal prosecutions. Therefore, 
■ ’ it is imperative the special indices at FBIHQ contain the names of individuals 
• who were monitored in conversations covered by our electronic surveillances 
‘ ■ and be current. » 

’ • *‘ s . f 

■ ' All SAC*s are reminded of the necessity to handle the sources on 

. • a need-to-loiow basis in order to afford maximum security for this ty;^ of 
surveillance. Compliance with these instructions must be closely followed 

' This matter was coordinated with 
Intelligence Division. 


' .. V ‘ 


■ ‘ RECOMMElH)ATION: 


That the attached airtel to all offices be sent. 
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Airtel 


to: sac, Albany 
Fron: Director, FBI 


MICEOPimH Aim TELEPEOEE SURVSILLAKCSS 


s/is/: 


AT - )A 

.’’li .. A' "•-* 


ReButel 10/5/6S, and Bualrtel 11/10/66, both 
captioned as above. 

Recent pi'ocedural changes to create- nnixorr.:ity ...i 


"Departraent Inquiries Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage. 

In view ot this it v;ill no longer be necessary to ' / 
submit cards for the Bureau’s special indices containing names ;• 
of individuals v/ho v;erG ’’mentioned or discussed" by others in / 
the presence of our electronic surveillance sources. ' ; 

v’Xi/ ’ I 

‘ ** ‘"V 

This change does not in any v/ay relieve; your office of 
the responsibility to index electronic surveillance material ; 
in accordance with existing instructions., .. _ 

4 

3 “ All Offices 


j in response to your request and is not for dissem^ 

■ P Committee Us use i'-' limited to official proceedings hif 

^ion outside yo^^ Commn disclosed to unauthorized yersoti' 

mur Committee and Me coniem «« 
ml'ivitkout the express approval of the FBI , 
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♦ • Form DJ-150 

*“ ' (Ed.^-26-65) 


§ 


, .. UNltED .STAGES GOVERNMENT 

. Memorandum 


# 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


TO : Mr. J. Edgar Hoover date: AUG> 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation v 

FROM lij^oly^fie M. Walters , 

^i^istant At torney -General v!“.Tr4\t4y<lo 

Tax Division’ 




“'Jt 




subject; Electronic Surveillance Disclosure Matters! 

_(. 


Reference is made to your July 25, 1969, memoreindum V' 
to the Attorney General noting that, in view -of recent coui 
decisions, the Criminal Division has amended its guidelines 
for use in checking the Bureau's electronic surveillance 
indices. You note that the Tax Division guidelines require 
checks of-^"mentioned or discussed" references v/hereas they 
are not required by the Criminal Division. . 


\ The Tax Division has reviewed this and determined that 

it no longer will require the "mentioned or discussed" 
references. We would like to have the information submitted 
in re-spnnse to our future surveillance check requests conform 
to the guidelines of the Criminal Division, including the 
'information relating to whether the individual checked had 
I a proprietary interest in the premises surveilled. 


We appreciate your calling this difference in procedure 
to our attention and we are happy to conform procedures in this 
way. 


■T^CmLutJ<miae content m imt be dischM to vmMtonml vmm- 
nal. without the express approval of the FBI . 



The Attorney General j 
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AirtfeX' 


%•■ r 


8/13/69 



To: SAC, Albany 
^rom: Director, FBI 


DEPARTMEOT^INQUIRIES CONCSENINi^ 
EJlECTE6NIC_SJJEIEIi:.DARCE*'C0VSEAGf 


ReBuairtel toiSAC, Albany dated May 2, 1969, "which 
furnished new guidelines for electronic surveillance checks 
conducted for the Criminal Division of the Department. 

In view of a recent procedux-al change to create 
uniformity in eie'ctronic surveillance checks conducted for the 
Department, the" Tax Division of the Department no longer 
requires "mentioned or discussed" references resulting from 
electronic Surveillance checks. Effective inmiediately all 
electronic surveillance checks conducted at the request of the 
Tax Division "will be in accordance v/ilh Ihw j^uidolincs set for 
in Criminal Division memorandum dated April 16, 19S9. This 
memorandum was furnished to all offices as an enclosure wi'fch 
Bureau airtel to SAC, Albany dated May 2, 1969, 

Insure that all employees in your office handling 
electronic surveillance checks are mads aware of this change, 

2 ~ Ail Offices 


WkviSocument is prepared in respove^ to -.low rpmjp<i+ * j; -- 

^bn ontside your CommUtee. use i I 

■imor Committee and the content may not be Slosell t^TLf 

mil without the express approval of the FBI , unautkonzed, person^ 
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1 ' 


Airtei 

li 


Toj SAC, Newark <66-1356) 

Froras Director, FBI 

EIiECTRONXC SURVEILLANCE 
UNDER TITLE III OF TUB 

o:.miBUS cRins coijtrol and 

SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968 


7/31/69 






r.-^' 


-X.- ^ 

■: 


Rouralrtel 7/16 /<j9* 

A •■* 

Your assumption to not include in the electronic 

surveillancG indices . i*rar:ments o£ naines is correct since it 

would bo virtuallv imnossiblo to iciontifv theso names with 

tho subjects of an electronic surveillanco check, 

% 

Tho preparation of logs should include tho names 
overheard by tho Egonitorin?^ porsonDol* Those namos should 
bo iacioxod in the electronic surveilluaco indicos and in the 
general office indices. In those instances whore only a 
partial name such as "John” is recorded the forwarding of an 
. indoj; card should bo held in abeyance until additional 
identifying data is developed, / ^ . 






document is prepared in. response to -iiour rem/p<!f • x ^ ■ 

nation outside your Committee. Us use islimifp^f^ is not. for dissemi- 

your Committee and the emtent may not he dSetoseT'^y 
Without tho cxjyfcds (vpvToval of tJiQ FBI ^ ^^ff'^^itthovizod pcvsoTi^ 



HW 55016 Dodd: 32989604 Page 74 




Ti:.:* atioi'scy ucsioral 




Dire-dor8. ITX 




*?•?/:» ?*i^rrs^)'?:»TT ^ 

^ 4»aj« r .^«.*.> vj ^ a«;l* i iJl^ 






oeu'- 


,. This Bi-.ro-fiit :1s presoiitiy conducting eloetronic survell- 

Ir.?i6e cUoeI-:D‘ for tiio Pci}ar4;r.-ior4t in aecorr/ancs tslth fiVLido3.inc'S 
furnisliofi by the Criminal and T'oi' Divisions of the Dopartraoiit. 

ThG Cri'slnaX DJ-vioion and Tax V-ivtstovi fruidolinos with 
i'cstoc'c to .'csnilo'-od cors'trer.'-atticns racniro that the yj/.I farnisli 
i/.o'.v.'-iiC'-r n V '--'re iho innI^?:l.:;•.)al c.aachoc? ap;7c-ors to bo presenr 

r..t, cr r. • in, o.Cinver£.5ntitm overboard in an.y electronic 

}.• :rv-;'i.i'.a.:if:.7 ct-c.iuctod by vho T'..;«Ko Additionally, tho Tax Dir/inion 
C;'.:.'x''.:jfi:..r: a a ire instcc-c-.j vircro the indiv'iduox was ‘V.cntio'OGd 
or dir.?.;.....•:;c.«‘.‘' b;;, others abbo wore MOiritored by cXdctrorilc 

‘ T.-p. ti.o preson’t x'cccrlrerierAts of the FoXix Alderi.'';lo end 

j cioLed d-^oiGiO;::^ do net rcotviro tlis dicolod'^rs of. ‘Ticntionc'd or 
d:‘.-:c:n??xaf. •■• zropovcricors to.subjects in exectronxe survo 13.1.0ncc 
To.it Wwivlc. uppoar tr.r.t fainoccssax'y t:loe and effort aro bc'iiiE- 
'•j'illXr.'ii] i.n ca*:iyi.',ln};-such inforai’itioa for the Tax Division, 

In view of recent court deeisiensa tho Crialnui Dlvi.sld.H' 
furn5.ol:cd CMcndcd r;u;ldolxnDS requiring a c.reclt of our records to^ 
also x'etoriiine il* the individual "baing chcc:xad had proprio -.ify ' 
interest in p.ro5aisos- wher'o our oloetronic survciilancQ covorags 
was aaijjtaix’iod, 

__ Xn order to establish uniforralty in the matter of elec- 

■-"■■tronic sy.5.*\’ciiXrtncG choclc3 being r.?ado for the Haparteent, it is 
rec.uosted that the Depax’tmcxjt advise whether the "sjontionsd or 
diecussoc;" rOiGrencOvS net noxv rcGuirod by the Criniinai division 
shoix.I« coni'iiiua to receive censidGration for Txix .Division eloc- 
. trbnic exx.'vei.IlaiiCo chocks, Fc2f her, please, adyiae if this 
' Bureau Siioulcl also deterfiiiixo proprietary interest for •x-equosts- 
rc'ccix^cci licm thi:. Tax Divieion as is done ia Criiainal Division _ 
_ recmests-„ , • ^ 


TMs docvA'jrrt h f-; vd r-) fo unvr rraj;c<!t ar>.d is not for dissemi- 

notion c'itsp.'. ;v r O:'-' . Its . so is Vrn" :? to official proceedings by 

your Coriir l.'. o ;■: :.t: it.. :.:•!: ■•.r.cy iki bo dicelosed to unautliorized person¬ 

nel tvithoiit the c:ipres3 approval of the FBI , ' 
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In I<rfti)\ Phase Refer to 
File iVo. 


h: rsonal attention 

a'AC LETTER 69-37 

LLMTKD S'l'ATKS DMPMnWI KAT OK JUS'ITCK 


F K I) K K A 1. H i: I« K A U O F I A V F ST \ C A'F 1 <) N 


WASHINGTON, I>*C. 20535 • 


July 8, 1969 


V* \ 


(A) INDEX SYSTEMS — In an important case with great public 
interest, an individual was not identified because of the failure of 
an office to properly index a nickname. 

Recent court decisions have resulted in the public 
disclosure of electronic surveillance logs and related material 
which heretofore were confidential. The information in these 
surveillance matters is being afforded close scrutiny by the news 
media, the general public, Federal, state, and local officials; 
therefore, the importance of proper indexing become 
increasingly significant. 

Each Special Agent in Charge will be held strictly 
respbrisible for insuring that aii iiauies, nicknames, and aliases 
appearing in electronic surveillance logs and related material 
are properly indexed in accordance with the instructions set forth 
in Part 11, Section 3, page 4, of the Manual of Rules and Regulations, 


TMs Soedmmf w prepcered m Vevpovse ta- v/oitr request and is not for dmem^ 
vsSvm mitside your^ Committee. Its nse is Vmifed to official proceedings by 
Committee and the content mevy not be diset&sed to unauthorized person- 
vM. rem&ei^ the express approval the FBI , 
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FBI 


1 


7/2/69 


0^ 


Transmil the followlnq In 


Via Airtgl 


(Type en p/atn^exl or code) 


(Priority)- 


To: SAC, Albany -» EncT 
Blrector, FBI 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
Uin)BR TITLE III OF THE 
•o?R^iBus entm coimioL and 

SAFE STREirrS ACT OF 1968 










Referenco Is raadi to previous correspondence to all 
field offices concerning the maintenance of special indices 
containing names of individuals who were monitored or mentioned 
by our electronic surveillances* 

la view of the contemplated activity under the 
Osinibus Crino Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 with regard 
to oloctronic surveillance, certain instructions are being set 
forth with regard to inclusion in special indices the panes of 
individuals nonitorod, etc*, by court approved orders for 
electronic surveillance under the above legislation* 

It is desired that, during the tenure of any electronic 
surveillance approved under the new legislation referred to 
above, that the name of each individual who was directly covered, 
monitored or mentioned is to be included in the special indices 
at!the Bureau and each field office maintaining the electronic 
surYOillattCO, This is to be accomplished through the med5.?5aof 
a 3'^ X 6” plain blue index size card containing the information 
as set forth in the sample card attached to this communication. 

2 All Offices - Enc* ^ 


' TMs €acmzent'is prepared inj^espors^ to -jotir request^and is not'for dUz^^ttiVr. 
nsScGn outside yotir CoirmtUiee^ Its me is limited to official proceedings hy 
Committee and the content may not be diseased to itnaiithorized person^ 
without the express approval of the FBI ♦ * 


Sent Via 


*M Per 
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Airtel to SAC Albany 

He: Slectronic Surveillance 


This system will enable each office to determine 
. electronic surveillance coverage of Individualsi as in the past, 

.and the blue card will be easily recognizable as coverage under 
a court approved electronic surveillance* These cards are to 
be submitted to the attention of the Special Investigative Division, 
■Criminal Intelligence and Organized Crime Section, each Friday ; 

in line with existing instructions. j 

• i 

. t 

You will note that, as to each individual on whom a j 

card is prepared, the card must indicate whether or not the ; 

. individual was the subject of direct coverage, a participant in 
■'.'.conversation or mentioned by others who were monitored. Only 
one of the last three items on the index cards should be utilized. 

The Bureau requires only one card in the special indices 
. for* an individual monitored or mentioned in conversation covered • 

•by an installation. If‘the Individual was monitored or mentioned 
in conversation by more than one installation, a separate card 
must be submitrod on eacn indiviauai tor each installation. 

In the event an index.card is forwarded, disclosing • 
an individual v/a.s mentioned in a conversation covered by an 
electronic device and subsequently the Individual is monitored 
by the seme device, an appropriate index card revealing this 
coverage must be forwarded. It is not necessary to list all 
dates on which he was monitored by a particular source, only the 
■first date. ^ ^ 

^ Each source will be identified as to ibdlcial district 

where the court order was approved followed by a number starting 
‘with number 1 for the first order, and each subsequent order ‘ 
receiving one niimbor larger. In addition, the abbreviation for' 
the office which obtained the court order should be utilized to 
identify the source (for example: AL NDNY 1). 

You are reminded of the neces.sity to handle these sources 
on a strictly noed-to-lcnow basis in order to afford maximum 
security to this type of surveillance. Insure that appropriate 
administrative procedures are established for such handling. 

Keep in mind that all electronic surveillance logs 
must be properly indexed in accordance with the instructions set 
^forth in Part II, Section .3, page 4, of the Manual of Rules and 
Regulations. 
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. -r.- ;4 


■, V 

*• 


NAME (LAST NAME FIRST) 


Source 


Bufile: 


Direct coverage- - (Date) 
Participant - (Date) 

t ' T 

Mentioned - (Date) 
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Form r*J-I 5 U 
'»M 4 ‘'6-(?5} 


UNITED oiAlhS DC ^ 

MeraoroTidi'm 


kEPARTMENT OF J1 '>'rifJE 


TO : Director- date: ' ' 

Federal Boreau t.-: Investigation ^ 

\ ‘ . . . ■ 

ERQivi i : win Flilson — — • 

Assistant iittolney General . __ .v”"'.' ■ 

Criminal m.vision . V' 'V-- 

subject: SISCGSOIGG SU?J/3ILLA1JCE ' .. .' ‘ 

. John Baborian et al, ’ ■ . 

i Rhode Island - Kaine ' 5 • 

- ^ ^ 

As you know,. the decision of the Supi * .tie Court on March 10, 

19C9f in Ulllie Israel AlQerir.''n, et al . v. United St ates expanded 
‘the concept of standing vti't'h"respect to elsctroniCc siarveillance and 
held that an ireJividual has standing not only T-n.th respect to his own 
overheard conversations but also vrith respect to'^overhearings on 
premises In vrhich he has a proprietary interest, even though he i.'.s 
not present at the time of the conversations. Because of this decision, 
it t-rill be necessary in future rd-Kiests for electronic surveillance 
information to ascertain whether or not there was coverage on premises 
in which the subject .'.ad a proprietary interest. Accordingly, it is 
requested that you advise as to each of the individuals on the attached 
list: 

(a) , VJhether the naimd individual appears to be present at, 
or a . artieipant in, c '.iversations overheard in any electronic surveillance 
by your agency, 

■ (b) ‘VSietne-r an-electronic surveillance was conducted on any 

premises of which the named individual w'.s the owner, lessee or licensee. 


April 16, 19S3 


4,0 ^ 

§ O 
CO 5? 

T>i>' 

^ii 

4^ S O 

•s-ii 

o 

^ £ .§• « 
fe’.h K., 




'•S Es,' 

c 4 a 

*. ~+s 


if 

S P 
b 

C 9 - S® 

J ^ § 

se eo g 

I ■^11 

ii^-5 

gi« 


(c) If tlie individual cr the prem^ssr ':f vvliich the individual 
was oi-raer, 3':s.ee licensee vras ;hs • bjeot- of an electronic surveillance, 
did the s'urveijJ.a’',,--- consist of v/lretappins: or an electronic ea*. • dronoing 
de-vice. r . - 


(d) If the latter, p';ea3a--a-i'>:ise -us oi t he -method o f ent ry’ 

• * utiliseo'iti the placeiy nt of thi. .-Jevicc-v 

(e) • Uas tlv. i-,f cnuatlon •'rc’i any sudh device disseminated -in 
zv^ t-ianner to as^- olnor agency. L :h', when and to ;4iO!j- 

- Bid t'nc inf ormation-• rem, £ - y such ue-vi^j'*-appG'£'radSi:»c^'?iy 
or indisecui;,'- in an;* renorts made -in reference to the individual by 
• our z^Mcy, If sc, ■'rc-ul'-’ you y'ease'advicv ms of the reports in vrhich 
such inforna-bion apr Jared and if the infoiT,.a*-lon vras attribubed to a 
'’1'" symbol, the designation of that symbol it/ the pertinent repc'-^t* ‘ 

I jnur records indicate that. t3io -individuals have used -name s 

'Other than those indica-bed^ please check yotu' electronic surveiD-lance 
indices vrith rcspctc-b r,o the additional ns'-'es, • 


Att:y-:' ' ' 
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5/2/69 


Airtel 


To: SAC, Albany - Enc."^— 

From: rlrector, F?I 

D'-^ARTirEr?r inquiries concerning 

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE CDVSEAC-E 




Buo,irtel to SAC, Albany, January 12, 1967*, v/ith Exhibits 1 
A and B ftirnished guidelines for conducting electro'.ic surveillance j 
checRs for the Tai; and Criminal Divisions • of the Department. | 

In viov.' of tii-e Supreme Court decision on March 10, 1969, 

'in the V/iilie Israel Alderman case, tho Crirainal Division of the 
Dopart.ment has revised some of the ciurastions I’eferred to the 
Bu 3 .'erAi relati'ro to individuals to bo cheched in o'ur recordr- fo.r 
electro'iiic survcillrnc;? coverage. A copy of a raeinoroandum. from the 
Croiminnl Division dated April 16, 1939, captioned ’'Electronic 
Sur'veillanco, John Daborian et al., Rhode Island •" flai'AO," is 
enclosed for each of'fice contjiining a brief explanation of v/hat 
will bo required ii:*£utui*e electron'ic surveillance choo'sr^. The 
cignifics.nt change is contained in question (fo) of tho enclosed 
■Oj'andui.', 

In future electronic surveillance requests frea tho 
Ci’iminal Division in line with the Apj?il 16, 19S9, memorandum, 
each office will be referred to this aij’tel and its enclosure as 
c’rilcrining the guidelines to follow for the electronic surveilla/nce 
ichech. 

^ * 4^ 

• • / 

Each request foy electronic surveillance infdrmat^on 
rfn'ioived by j^our office mus'c be carefully searched tli?.’ough existing 
rSporcls to insure complete aecuraey as to tlie coverage and W-'ated 
material. 

P”' Also, in each reply to the Bureau containing detal’ ,3 of 

electronic survoii.lanca coverage on individuals checked, th.. 
-identity of the monitoring microiihone must be included-. - 

L^“- All Offices Enclosure ■ 


TMs donmeri is prepared ki-'resporxe to your request and is not for dissemi- ■ 
nation- Old cJf-.:- t'^- 'r^Comrji^'ce. Its use ip Vm'tci to official proceedings by 
your Corn:::.ii\:eo and iko co.iic'.d may not be c.iseloscd to unauthorized person- 
uel without the expixso approval of the JUXil g 
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(E) electronic surveillances (ELSUR) — In connection with 
electronic surveillances, you are reminded of the absolute necessity 
that true copies of the original logs be made in connc^ction v/ith the 
program of furnishing logs to the Department for possible use in 
court proceedings. There must be no deletions whatsoever of any 
type marldngs which appear on the original logs. , 

! 

Very truly yours, . * 

\ 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



m 3 S^Sxmmme-&‘prepwred:m resrpow" fo'.ynvr reqzeesi and is not for djssenn^ 

■ SxTSZyoZ ccmvwinee. I i Vinited to official proceedmffs:^ • 

^TeZStee and tito content may riot be diseased to unautkorrzed 
nel without the express approval of the FBI . . • • 
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SAC LETTER 69-36 
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<■. . ' 6 - 12-68 






♦¥» »*^**V*.* 


To: SAC, Albany 

From: Dire^^'^v FBI___ 

» 

DEPARTMENT INQUIRIES CONCERNING 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE 


,.. 


l,:.- 


,-' v, 0 ; 


ReBuairtei to SAC, Albany, 1-12-67 'with Ejdiibits A and B 
which were guidelines for conducting electronic surveillance checks 
furnished by the Tax and Criminal Divisions of the Department. 

\ 

The guidelines famished by the Criminal Division were 
contained in Department letter dated 12-2-66 which is E.'diibit B to 
referenced Bureau airtel. The Criminal Division of the Department 
has reauested that naragraph H of their December 2, 1966. letter be 
deleted, and the following substituted therefore: 


*Tf any information v/as 
obtained from electronic surveillance, to 
your knowledge v;as such information 
communicated in any manner to any other 
agency." 

1 . In all future requests received by each office to conduct an 

electronic surveillance check for the Criminal Division of the Department, 
you must Insure the review of records is conducted to encompass the 
information set forth above. Insure the appropriate correction is made in 
■ the Criminal Division guidelines as furnished by Bureau airtel dated 
January 12, 1967, as described above. 


2 - All Other Offices 


This doaiment is prepared i-^UrSTto ^iStl 

laSoToutside ,^jnot he disclosed to unauthonzed vers<y>^ 

SrJiSiS S.- o/ .. F.Z . 
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F^^nnQ-ISO 
(Ed.'4-26-65) 


.‘UI^lTpD STATES GOVE""'IMENT 


^ t**>. i.**-* *-/• i 




TO : Director 

. i.' .. ., Fecieral.Bvireau of Investigation. 

. . _ . Fi?.OM .;. .Fred.Mo Vinson, Jr, . . .. • 

■ ■■'■'*' ■■“' •■ ■• “ "Assistant'Attorney'GferieraT'“■■■■"•■ •'■ 

Criminal Division 

subject: electronic SURVEILLANCE 
’ December 2, 1966 Memorandum 


EPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ’ 

* ’ V »;'-A . 'i, v,v V*. •/, ‘ •* V y: ;/ *. W r *'• **^.64 \?%f 

"i^miQs 196a’ 


date: 


V‘'n* -*rv At.-?«• 




T^.** 

^ ‘ 'V' 




J# 


rrt'AOUi^y^ 


Reference is made to my memorandum of December 2, I 966 , 
concerning electronic surveillance. It is requested that in 
lieu of paragraph (h) the following be substituted: 

If any information was obtained from electronic 
surveillance, to your knowledge was such 
information comraunicated in any manner to any 
other agency. 


This doetmmt is frevared ^ficM proceedings by 

™urco»SJS ?rswe ‘o' 

ITSlt the e^ese m«-oval of the FBI - ^ 
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To: SAC> Albany 
From: Director, FBI 
ELSUH 


!h order to e:q)orTlts haadUni^ of mall vslth ror^rd to 
EI.SITR mattors, all ofliccs aro/requested in i’uturo communications 
to the Hurveau to mention’tbs nanio of one individual about whom the 
Attorney General haa inquired/ In thoir replies* 


2 * AU ether Ottlcoe 


i?; 

V- ** ^ 






.V 



This dommmt is prepared in response to your request and is not fordtssemv^ 
TiaUm outside yotir Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings hg 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person¬ 
nel mithozet the express approval of the FBI . 
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March 13, 19S7 


Airtel 


To; SAC, Albany 

Prom; Director, FBI 


DBPAPv'FJr.HT/t: XiUiaiSS 
a)KCI?Al?II<GnriiI.]GTr;DHIC 
SUrAOiliLLAnGi; a? 


-W*!!* Tl’ 'fy ni’n rrt 


ilo Bureau airtel January 12, 1907* 


To save transcription time and communications costs, 
all communications handling captioned iiiciuiriv;:j, necessitating 
review of special electronic indices and o'C:vt atrproxn'iato 

37CCOX*flP5 • riTPi t:n 'h^ r*f5 0‘i:i nnori r»r>rlo r.**-r OCiZ^2!^V 


Bureau filo G2-313, the control file in tluis project* In 
addition, you are to insuit.; that any communication under a 
substantive or intelligence case caption, coaling with captioned 
inquiries, has a copy designated for Bureau filo 62"3i3. 


In view of questions which have arisen regarding the 
use of the "Juno” classification in connection v.'ith those 
communications, the following guidelines are being furnished; 


. ” Communications which merely make inquiry to determine 

whether certain individuals have been covered by electronic 
surveillance, and contain zio positive data identifying the 
incfividual with 



< '. ^ h-'*' 

Any communication which identifies an individual or 


Individuals with electronic coverage by this Bureau, or v/hich' 
discusses the results-of an electronic surveillance, oi* the 
circufiistances under v/hich such a surveillance v/as established, 
maintained or discontinue?^ are to carry the “June" designation* 


2-All Other Offices 


/,/7 vptnonse to -tiour request and is not for dissem^ 
This docummt is vrev^^i^te^ ut uTe & timitk to official woceedvngs hy 
nation outside yow G ^ le disclosed to unauthorized pe» 
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ornoNAt NO. 10 1 

MA COITION 

OSA CCH. NO. 77 , 


UNITED STATES GOX'ERNMENT 

t 

Memorandum 


JUNE 


TO : Mr, Tavel "-i' 


DATE: 2-9-67 


/4ro\i : L. E. ShoStL 


•'*T 




SUBJECT: DEPARIMMT OF JUSTICE REQUESTS 
FOR ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
CHECKS (62-318) 


\o&-' 




As you are aware, Department is submitting by letter to 
Bureau names of individuals presently being prosecuted or being 
considered for prosecution in all types of cases with request they 
be advised if any of these individuals have been involved in any 
electronic surveillances. Indications are that there will be 
thousands of such requests received. These names are checked 
through special indices maintained in Special Investigative Division 
(SID) and Domestic Intelligence Division (DID), and Department is 
advised by letter of results. SID is co-ordinating program, but — 
some correspondence will be prepared by DID and General Investigative^-’ 
Division if substantive cases supervised by them involved. If any 
record is located. Field Office where surveillance occurred is 
requested to furnish pertinent logs which are subsequently trans¬ 
mitted to Department. 

With representatives of SID,’ where majority of correspond¬ 
ence will be handled, we have worked out mechanics of processing 
and filing record material. Purpose of this memorandum is to set 
for-th these details. ’ j 

A control file has been opened entitled, "Department of 
Justice Requests for Electronic Surveillance Checks" (62-318)'. All 
requests from Department will be filed in this file. Outgoing 
answers to Department will also be filed in this file unless subject 
of communication is subject of a Bureau investigation in which case 
original will be filed in substantive file and copy in control file. 

On any communications from Field relating to substantive file,, copy 

This document is prepared in resjiei^’>>-' to -.i^vr remtett n-y,/t .v 
nation outside your Committee. I.. ...4 U UmUed S Zfil tl '' 

your Committee and the content may not be disclosed tlunmtZS^p^^s^ 
nel without the express approval of the FBI . nunonzea pet son- 
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Memorandum Short to Tavel 
EE: Department of Justice Request 
for Electronic Surveillance 
Checks 


I 


will also be placed in control file. Supervisors preparing corre¬ 
spondence should prepare extra copy specifically' designed for 
control file when correspondence relates to substantive case. 

As set forth above, if subject of communication is subject 
of a Bureau investigation communication will be filed in case j ^le_ 
with copy in control file, and no indexing will be necessary. If 
subject of communication is not subject of Bureau case, but voice was 
recorded incidental to electronic-surveillance in one of our cases 
and we are furnishing Department positive information, communication 
will b« filed in control file ?,r.d name-of subject will be indexed. 

We will not index names of individuals on which no record is located 
similar to procedure followed in handling Bureau’s name check program. 
Communications relating to these negative checks will be filed in 
control file. 


In order to appropriately cover necessary files, uniformity 
of caption of communications is most desirable. On outgoing commu- 
. nications to Field and Department, "Electronic Surveillance Check" 
should be in caption to facilitate classifying material. If Bureau 
case is involved, subject of case should also be part of caption 
with sufficient copies to cover both'case file and control file. 

When Bureau has record on name check. Field is requested 
to send in logs and copies are hand-delivered to Department. 
Departmental official receiving logs is required to sign receipt 
which should be attached to related outgoing yellow for filing 
purposes by Supervisor preparing outgoing communication. Supervisor 
should prepare sufficient copies of receipt appropriately designated 
for substantive files in which electronic surveillances were conductec 
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Memorandum Short to Tavel < 

RE: Department of Justice Request [ ' 

for Electronic Surveillance [ \ 

Checks (62-318) 5 

i 

RECOMMENDATION: ! 

—I 

j 

That this memorandum be referred to Special Investigative, 
Domestic Intelligence, and General Investigative Divisions for infer 
mation and dissemination to appropriate supervisory personnel for 
their assistance in handling material relating to these checks. 


( 



- 3 - 
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OFFICIAL USS ONLY 




tro 


FROJl' 


SUBJEC 


Ndvoicbor 2f 19^6 


Director . • •_ 

Federal Bureau of Inveotigation 
(Conuiiioaionorj Bureau of Norcotico^ dto.) 

Fred M. Vinson, Jr, . ’ 

Assistant Attorney Conorol ' • 

Criminai Division • ' ■ ’ . ■ 


John Doo, 123 Fourth Street, Joraoy City,/New Jersey) 
FBI j?l2345d (any other appropriate identifying data) . 




.vV “V/e anticipate that John Doe wil3- bo indicted in the near 

.• future on a charge of _ ' • ■ ■■ '' • _• 

please adriae us:. ' 

Vhether the above-named individual was subject' to 
•I':*•.■•V: • ’ electronic surveillance. by your agency. 

Was, did the electronic surveillance consist 
-■""of 'Kiretapping or an electronic eavesdropping de'vd.ce,- 
A-' 

' ~ • • • * jf latter, please ad'vise us of the method of 

entry utilized in the placement of the device. 




•t* <*o * • * * * -* 

•. .V ♦ 1 . ^ • 

CO eq- 

; • fe,r 

.« ^ V Ss * I . • 

' r , * V 

r • •.•*, ‘ 

J , 5 $ :?v*. •**, • . ■ 

.. 

o ?2: • .* 

= a §••:•. V 

.Veo-S 

>1 s-|-§ 


- ■ 03 • 

<» ‘ 


-.3 


G’Q 

S si 


(d) ■V-lien, by date, did the electronic eavesdropping take 
place and where did it occur, that is, at his home, 
office or other location, 

(*q) 'k.'hether the named individual appears to be present at, 

; or a participant in, conversations overheard by any 

electronic device which are reflected in any recordings, 

. ^ ■ transcripts, logs, notes, memoranda or other records of 

any such device, . ' 

(D If so, and if such recordings, transcripts, logs,/notes, 
memoranda or other records still exist, would you please 
make them available to us, * *. 

(g) Did the information from any such device appear directly 
or indirectly in reports made in reference to the above 
’..■-^•"- individual by your agency. If so, ■would you please ad'vise 
.•••• us of the reports in which such information appeared and 
furnish us ■with copies of those reports if you have not 


*** ^• ,V'\ d£>r50 S0«** . • V** .• ■'* 

•• •*1 • *•*•*.*■ *{* ’ Y ^ •^*V^ * J *5'. * 4*',. 

■■ 5'-'••■.••■ • • ■■.. / • •• • • • • 

* • *•.**,• * : ;*■ *, ‘ • • , - * ’ ‘ 

iVfeie * ■;^p;Md: ip2ft0v9ev4’,'>Page ' ■■ * , 







aS 


• t 

• S. 
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f f...* 

4'. * * / ' 
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(h) 


(i) 


.[To tho FBI in rolorenco to an IRS caoo] 
vao obtained frea’ electronic DurvolUnncO; 
vao Bucli infoi-Eation communicated in any jaanner to the 
. Internal Bevenuo Service# 


yf ar^y information 
to your knowledge 


[seme no (h) aBove] If so, to vhem was the cccnmunication 
•made, when van it made, and what- is .tho nature of the 
information communicated. • ' ■* 


“ . [Katurally, if you ore aware that there is evidence in the case 

obtained by a Goldiaan or Rathbun type .eavesdropping device, you.should make 
reference to your knowledge of it and except it froa the imiuiry.}' 





Form DVl 50— i 

' ufilTED STAtES GOW' WENT 




’"artment of justice 


// on 




TO : Mr. Jo Edgar Hoover • date: October 24, 1966 

Director .... 

h ..B.VlfW.-P.f 4 v.‘- V.^ n>:.- 

fbiQm/ 5: Mitchell Rogovin ' 

■■ • " •■■• ■-’•■ ■ Assistant’Attorney General. -'••••• '•••-T-'.' .'■ r. •' 

Tax Division \oWoo ft lk 

subject: 

Organized Crime and Racketeering cases 
pending in the Tax Divisiono_ 


i*® 5 

I 2 g 

is s> «> 
fc 

»>o •o 

.CO g 

* 9 «a •<>> C 5 


«j* o o 

|~| 

ISI 

^ .CO 

S' ,(3C1 
■S 


is O 

<a .1- - 
5^ <i, 5. -•- 
g -2? 

I 

^ =-• 

«i.t: -v.’ cj 

^ ^ 

?i,U ^ ^ 

.<0 s « '=■ 

<o <0 

g eo jS 
5S 55 ^ o 

s»< 

S'- S o <a 
W S ?:> S 


• As has been discussed with Mr. DelLoach, we are 
anxious to obtain information regarding the possibility 
that tainted evidence has inadvertently been used by 
us in the prosecution of criminal tax cases, or exists 
in cases currently being considered by us for prosecu¬ 
tion. Under the assumption that if this exists at all. 
Organized Crime and Racketeering cases are the most 
likely source, the attached list relates to criminal 
cases pending in the Tax Division which appear to be 
Organized Crime Drive matters. Some of these matters 
are currently under consideration as to whether prosecu- 
t2.on slncjiid. b0 v.ncl0—t?,]c0n; soin0 lr*^v^ ^0sn. irsfoxirscl 
the United States Attorneys for prosecutive action; some 
are the subjects of indic-tments, and a few are pending 
on appeal, 

I It is requested that the names on the attached list 

I be checked against the indices which you have set up in 
I relation to electronic listening devices and you advise 
} this office as soon as possible whether any name on this 
|ilist appears on your indices. 

I. We wish to know: 

I u 

a) whether the named defenda.u.t shows up in; 

' i your indices; 

b) whether he was the direct subj ect 'of 
electronic surveillance; and 

% 

27^'whether he appears on any record-ings', 
^transcripts, logs, notes, memoranda, or..^ 
other records as a participan’b in con- 
versations overheard or as a person ‘ 

' mentioned or discussed, 
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IIo If an individual’s name on our list is found 
in your indices, we would like to be advised:- 


memoranda, or report of the conversa- 
• • .‘■•vt ion exists j v-'";- - f.-jV- s'->. 


b) the nature of the surveillance involved, 
the duration of the surveillance, and 

c) if any of such records are in existence 
that they all be made available to uso 

IIIc If any information was obtained from elec¬ 
tronic surveillance, to your knowledge was 
such information communicated in any manner 
to the Internal Revenue Service? 

a) If so, to whom was the communication 
made; when was it made, and what is 
the nature of the information com¬ 
municated? 

These matters are under the jurisdiction of the 
Criminal Section of the Tax Division and any questions 
relating to the foregoing requests can be directed to me, 
to Mro Richard Mo Roberts, Second Assistant, Tax Division, 
or Mr, Fred Go Folsom, Chief of our Criminal Section, Mr. 
Roberts and Mr. Folsom are designated as attorneys who may 
receive the information and records requested in this 
memorandum. 


Attachments 
Approved: . 




Ramsey Clark 

Acting Attorney General 
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, i'he Director 

.Federal Bureau of Inveatii’ation 

Fred Ivl. Vinson, Jr. 

Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


iJacember 2 . 196$' 




Electronic Surveillance Information Requests 




It will become necessary to direct aniicreasing number 
' of requests to your Bureau to determine v/hethcr named subjects 
and defendants participated in or, were present at conversations 
overheard by ary electronic devices. Our previous memoranda 
have repeated the categories of information requested. In order 
to obviate the necessity of repeating this list of categories in tlie , 
future! am enclosing a sample memorandum setting forth the 
items of information required in all such requests. Henceforth 
all future memoranda from tliis Division will refer to this sample 
memorandum to describe tlie scope of tlie information requested, ' 


amfi ?Ae content ■mm twt be disdosH to imiuahomed pOTOfc 
mi toithoUt the express- approval of the t m , • ■ ; 


• »>* ■*•* 
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Airtel 


. SACg, Albany ~ Si:ic. (2) 

Albuquerque - Enc. (2) 
; Anchorage ~ Sac, (2) _ 

j Atlanta' - Enc. (2) .. 

I Ba.ltimore ~ Enc, (2) 


1/12/67 

.^TT---^r,-.-'^Tr.'5C0Vl?53 . 

Biriiiinghaja ~ Snc. (2) 

Boston ~ Enc. (2) . „ 
Buffalo - Enc. (2) 

Butte Enc. (2). - 
Charlotte ~ Enc. (2) 


5’ror.u Director, FBI 

DD'gA-Ti’ir’lJrT lA-QUIBIEG CimOUZlWJG 
ElL,ECT..-:OinC GbliViilLLAJTCE COYBBAGB 


The DopartRiont .of Justice, pursuant to their program 
to chocJv: nai;ies of individuals under prosecution os* being 
considered fos* prosecution, or already convicted and 
incnrcos'atod after Feacral prosecution, to cletormine if these 
iuvli'yiduuls wore involved in any olectronic surveillance 
Gonduotod by this Bureau, is submitting requests to the Bux*eau 
by letter, • 

Those requests' are boin;-: received primarily froja 
.the Department’s Ta:^ Division and Crirainal Division, and each 
require answers to guidelines previously submitted that 
differ in the nature of-rosponfso nocessa.ry. Guidelines for 
response' to Inquiries from the Tam Biviti^a ar© set forth in 
Bopar'tji^eat lofjter dated i0/2v/66, captioned, "Organized Csrime 
and :u!'.c.;:x-toorins Cases ponding In The Tam Division,” a copy 
of which is enclosed and will hereafter be referred to aa 
Smliibit A., • - ' , 

The inquiries originating in the Criminal Division 
are to bo answered in accordance with the- guidoliiies as set • 
i'erth in Denartnont .letter dated '12/2/66 captioned, "Electronic 
icrveilianco Information Bequests," and its attachment dated 
11/2/63 3 copies of which arc enclosed and w?ill m.reaf ter be 
roforred to'as Eidiibit B. 

t . , 

Thi^ doeiment is prepa/red in rc-sijrr.- to -.jovr request and is not for dissent^ 
iftis aom i p -.yfgp I . i. . mtted to offtcia: proceeaings by 

ifu^^cZmrnee andie'emient may not he disclosed to mmuthorized person. 

nel without the express approval of the FBI • 
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Airtel to Albany 

‘.He: Department Inquiries Concerning 
Electronic Surveillance Coverage 


Instructions emanating from the Bureau in seeking 
response to future Department inquiries pertaining to this 
subject matter \yill direct the field to respond in accordance 
with the guidelines of either Exhibit A or Exhibit B.. Your 
response must be in accordance with insti'uctions to facilitate 
the Bureau’s response to the Department and to insure compliance 
Y/ith their specific inquiry. 




The Special Investigative Division and the Domestic 
Intelligence Division are -maintaining separate special indices of 
individuals monitored or mentioned through microphone or telephone 
surveillances. Those of the Special Investigative Division contain 
names obtained through coverage of criminal matters. Those of the 
Domestic Intelligence Division contain names obtained through 
coverage of internal security matters. The purpose of this memo¬ 
randum is to recommend that these two special indices be consolidate 
and operated oy me Files and Coiiuuunicatic»iiS Division. 

BACKGROUND: 


In accordance with the Director*s instructions, special 
indices were established in October, 1966, because of the 
Department’s insistence that the Bureau provide a rapid determin¬ 
ation as to whether any given person subject to prosecution was 
. 'overheard, present, or referred to in the course of a conversation 
covered by electronic devices. Based on available information at 
' that time from the Department that there would be selective cases 
to be reviewed, it was determined to be most logical that two 
separate indices be established, one to cover criminal matters and 
the, other security matters. Subsequently, the Solicitor General 
publicly disclosed that an extensive review would be made on past 
and pending cases to determine if evidence had been used from 
electronic devices and the Department requests that all names be 
searched through both the criminal and security files. This 
completely changed all aspects of the operation of these indices 
and the amount of work involved, particularly when-the Depaz'tmem; 
began submitting not^nly ‘ names, of persons subject to prosecution 
but names of attorne 5 *'S involves^ and associates. Qf-J;h,e-.s«bjects. 

CURRENT STATUS: 


There are approximately 60,000 ca rds ^ of th e sp ecial 
indices in the Special Investigative DivisioBTand" approximately 


This docmnent is prepared in resrr- '} 
nation outside uour Committee I • 

Vour Comnrnee^nd the content may ^he S^sS 
nel mthout the express approval of the FBI . uaiaumonzea persort^ 
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CONTINUED - OVEI^ 

^0 Tcqziest and is not for dissemi’- 
t (fmited to official 'proceedings bg 





Memorandum to Mr, C. D, DeLoach 

RE: ’SPECIAL INDICES OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 
66-5815 


200,000 cards of the special indices in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division. Furthermore, because of the telephone surveillances 
currently in operation in the security field, approximately 300 
new cards are being received weekly in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division. - ! 

• V. 

CURRENT OPERATION OF SPECIAL INDICES : 

Since the special indices were established in 
October, 1966, the Department has submitted approximately 1,000 
names for searching. Each name is searched through both of these 
special indices. There is attached a sample of the form being 
used requesting searches and a copy of three cards from the 
special indices. 

The Department has indicated that in the immediate 
future it contemplates asking the Bureau to check as many as 
25,000 names Through the special indices. tfiLuOut a doubt, all 
future cases involving prosecution will require search of these 
indices. 

OBSERVATIONS : 

The position adopted by the Department in these matters 
makes it impossible for us to maintain these indices separately 
as originally established. The checking of these indices would 
have imposed no great burden on either the Domestic Intelligence 
Division or the Special Investigative Division had the Department 
followed a logical and I'easonable course in the submission of 
names of persons to be checked in connection with a particular 
criminal or security prosecution. But as matters now stand, 
these separate indices should be‘consolidated to avoid duplication 
of effort in checking the same names through each as we now must 
do to comply with the Department’s requests. Both Divisions are 
in agreement on this point. 

Consolidation of the indices into one raises the 
question of where it should be maintained. V^e believe the 
consolidated indices should be maintained by the Files-and 
Communications Division. There is no reason for it to.be main¬ 
tained either by the Domestic Intelligence Division or the Special 
Investigative Division. 

The maintenance of this indices and the search functions 
involved fall logically within the normal operations and 
responsibilities of the Files and Communications Division and 
can be carried out in the most efficient manner by that- Division. 


- 2 - 


CONTINUED - OVER 




L WW _Dodd: 32989604 Page 98 






Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 

RE: SPECIAL INDICES OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 

66-5815 


RECOMMENDATION : 

It is recommended that the special indices under 
discussion of -the Domestic Intelligence Division and the 
Special Investigative Division be turned over to the Files 
and Communications Division and be maintained and searched 
by that Division. 




ADDENDUM: W.S. TAVEL FILES & COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION 1-16-67 

I am opposed to the"maintenance of this index being shifted to the Files 
and Communications Division. It would not save personnel, since this division 
is expending every effort to keep up with the greatly increased volume of other 
types of name checks and could not absorb an additional 25, 000 or more with 
existing personnel. This index has no relation to the Bureau^s master index, 
and must be maintained separately since the cards contain little or no identify in 

(Addendum continued page 5) 
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Addendum, to lA^mo C, D. DeLoach 

Re: Special Indices of Electronic Surveillances 


1 

! 



ADDENDUM: Continued 


data. For this reason, each check where possible identity is established 
necessitates correspondence with the field, which must be handled by the 
substantive supervisor. Since the cards disclose names of all persons 
mentioned in technical surveillance logs, it would appear essential to limit 
the number of employees having access, to keep to a minimum those who 
jinight be subpoenaed to testify concerning these matters. We do not'have 
!room or personnel in our special file room to operate such an index, and 
.since this room is in the Identification Building, moving it there would only 
serve to further remove itifrom the supervisors handling it, who now have 
^immediate access. It is similar to otlier specialized indices now maintained 
by substantive divisions, such as the Fugitive Index, Security index, index of 
(library cards cn ccmmunist material, etc., which serve a specific purpose 
and arc most efficientlv onerated by the divisions using them- 
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leBntel 10/5/66 and Euais.’tel 10/21/60* 




r In connection v/it^ •prohl^wA arising out of past e 3 .oct 2 ^si«J: 

survoillans© coverage of individuals no\7 under prosecution g or against] 
whoa prosecution is being eoatoriplatodg tko Bepartacat aade a i 

general reaisest that xm establish a aeans of iiuiclsly enabling a 
cfeock to deterain© if we kavo aonitored the voieo*.^ of individual 
±n question by electronic surveillance» In lino with the Ficpart®* . 
meatus raquireaentSg appropriate instructions wore issued in 
•roferenced coariunieations« I 

Bine© tlie issuance of tho original instructioESg the 
department has foroadoned its rei!Kv,st for a revi©7; of ^ inSess 
and now ds,':?ires to Imow also if tia© individual of prosesutiv© 
interest ia question appears la our records as a person mentioaed 
or discussed in monitored conversationsg though not himself 
aesessarlly a paa’ticipsnt ia such conversations» *g'her©for©g it 


This document is prepared in resvonse to -<)our request and is not for disseird- 
nation outside your Committee. V: itse u Vmited-to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person¬ 
nel withmt the express approval of the FBI . 
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■/iirteS. to Albany 
Fees mid 


Telepfeosie Susifeil^aizcos 


tS s^s’as also on all inMplaaate .to- 

-l.orSSnSs! ifeS^SSf 

US© a c«rtfL^Sna?S? ©f^tb© ps^jects-omess must 

lS‘wMoS 2s subdeat eagasias ia eonvex-SatloSs 

I’esa'*ij to !laaflia?""?-:n^ri~’!°f? ras^oaaas os' a sorvlcsaaffl t7itii 

if a2-^JcSTi,SS2 “ ~ 

i2 Si4lS a^alSlaSSSS^ 

by IS/ia/cl^^^ aflditloaal phaso oi the prodeot sSoaia be ooiaplstsS 
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' • The instructions issued to the United States Attorneys bj' the 
.•• Acting Attoj'ney Gen€l|^l are as follows: A 

j » 

, I * * ♦ ' 

'*l(’ou will recall that in May 1966 the Department advised the 
Supreme C6urt of facts relating to the case o f Black v. United States , 
Octobe'r Term, 1965, No. 1029. Its memorandum in that case stated 
in pertinent part: 

'Notwithstanding the Department of Justice's conclusion 
that the monitoring of conversations between petitioner and 
his attorney had no effect upon his conviction or the fairness 
of his trial; we have no doubt that in the circumstances 
outlined above petitioner is entitled to a judicial determination. 
We also recognize that petitioner has standing to raise, in a 
district court, the question whether other conversations ( i. e. , 
.’conversations not involving an attorney-client relationship) 


which were overheard as a result of the listening device 
installed in his suite furnished any leads or evidence 
in his case. At an appropriate hearing, the government 
proposes to submit all of the facts upon which a full 
judicial determination can be made. ’ 


"This Department must never 


proceed with «. 




JLXA.V V'X.r XX wx 


case whicn includes evidence liiegaiiy obtained or the fruits of that 
evidence. No investigation or case of that character shall go forward 
until such evidence and all of its fruits have been purged and we are in 


a position to assure ourselves and the court that there is no taint or 
unfairness. We must, also, scrupulously avoid any situation in which 
an intrusion into a confidential relationship would deny a fair hearing 
to a defendant or person under investigation. 


"For this reason we are in the process of requesting each 
investigative agency concerned to review its files in order to determine 
v/hether there has been wiretapping or electronic surveillance touching 
a particular case or matter. We are niaking a similar review of cases 
and matters pending in the Department. You will be informed im.- 
mediately whenever a case or matter in your office is found to fall 
in this category. - ;■ 

"Many matters are referred directly to your offices by'the 
investigating agencies. Special attention must be given to these. But, 
it is imperative that you and your assistants'' make every effort to 
ascertain whether any cases, now pending or hereafter received, present 
the problem of wiretapping or electronic surveillance. No single means 
of checking is infallible but you should keep in mind that the same 
person or matter may have been investigated by several Federal or 
State agencies and the i.nformation supplied to you may in fact come 
from more than one source. You s'nould be particularly attentive 
to those cases which involve, directly or indirectly, hard core elements 
of organized crime. 
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”It is, of course, the very rare case—one out of thousands-- 
in which you will encounter‘the problem to which this memorandum is 
addressed. The problem will arise in cases in which some investigation 
was conducted prior to July, 1965. Present practice,, adopted in July 
1965 in confirmity with the policies declared by President Johnson on 


June 30, 1965.for the entire Federal establishment, prohibits the 
installation of listening devices in private areas (as well as the 
interception of telephone and other wire communications) in all 
instances other than those involving the collection of intelligence 
affecting the national security. The specific authorization of the 


Attornev General must be obtained in each instance \vhen this 


exception is invoked. Intelligence data so collected will not be 


available for investigative or litigafive. purposes. 


'Tf you have any reason whatever to believe that there has 
been wiretapping or electronic surveillance touching a particular case, 
you should immediately notify Mr. J. Walter Yeagley, Assistant 
Attorney General, Internal Security Division, so that further inquiry 
may, be pursued by the Department." 
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immediately notify Mr. J. Walter Yeagley, Assistant Attorney General, 
Internal Security Division. 

V/ith reference to this subject matter the Bureau is currently 
handling numerous requests from-the Department to check the names of 
various subjects against the special indices set up at the Bureau on all 
persons who have been subject of any FBI electronic surveillance. It 
is expected that any cases questioned by the United States Attorneys 
and referred to Mr. Yeagley will be given the same examination on the 
request of the Department. 

Although instructions to the United States Attorneys by the 
Acting Attorney General do not specifically require contact with the 
various investigative agencies at the field levet^ it is quite likely that 
some of our field offices will receive inquiries from the United States 
Attorneys. In case such inquiries are received by field offices requesting 
that information obtained from electronic surveillances be'furnished, the 
Bureau should be immediately advised of the request and all'pertinent 
details. No response should be made to the United States Attorneys in 
such instances without prior Bureau authorization. This procedure is 
necessary in view of the possibility that the subject of a case may have 
been in some way covered by an electronic surveillance in a field office 
not participating in investigation of the prosecutive case in question. 
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.11/15/66 

SAC LETTER 66-72 

(G) TECHNICAL AND mCROPHONE SURVEILLANCES -USE OF 
INFORMATION FROM ELECTROI^&MVICES IN CRIMINAL PROSE- . 
CUTIONS — The AGtinflfettorire^Gene^rUylnemorandu-m 493 dated 
November/3 , T966, has transmitted to all United States Attorneys 
instraeldons to be alert as to each prosecutive case for evidence that 
might be'taiiTted because of the use of electronic devices during the.' 
investigation. The instructions require that in the event the United 
States Attorney believes that there has been wire tapping or other 
electronic surveillance touching a particular case, he is required to 

11/15/66 

SAC LETTER 66-72- • . ” 6 - 


This doemnent is prepared in response to pour request and is not for dissem/jr 
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings hy 
your Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized person^ 
nel uiithout the express approval of the FBI , . 
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»0«I0NAI fO*M NO^ 10 X'-. ..5qi0-l04 

MAY'1963 EDITION ( ’ 

^ ^‘'SA GEM. ACC. NO. ^ 

' .Ur-JITED- STATES GOVERNMENT 


y/i . .*;• 


**'‘V>**k*-*•*, ?*'».* */*1-** ***1^ •'V^ Tv'''i**^'*^■^'***''■* ?*'.* *' 


TO : Mr, DeLoacij 


DATE: November 10, 1966 


FRO.M ^ J. H. Gale ’ r 

■ ■■ '• \' ' • 

, .-.SUBJE.CT:. MICROPHONS..Ma/'J!EP)PHQN?.. Sb’RVSILLANCES.,^-../,.^.^.r .•;; , 






■> In connection with problems arising out of past 

electronic surveillance coverage of individuals now under 
prosecution, or against whom prosecution is being contem¬ 
plated, the Department, as you knov/, made a general request 
that we establish an "early warning system" in the form of 
^n,. index or other administrative device to enable a cneck 
to' be made to determine if we have so monitored the voices 
of such individuals. The Department was advised that we 
had such a system in operation. 

In line with the Department's requirements, this 
! index, which is now in operation, is made up of names of 
‘ individuals v/hose voices were monitored by microphone 
‘surveillances, technical surveillances, or other similar 
I electronic listening devices since.January, 1960, 

As you know, the Department has recently forwarded 
{I a list of 151 names of individuals currently of prosecutive 
5 ' interest in the Tax Division, v/ith a request that these names« 

I be checked through our index to determine if they were the 
) subjects of direct electronic surveillance coveragej v/hether 
, I an individual in question appears on any records, logs, notes, 

’ I memoranda, et cetera, either as a participant in conversations 
J» overheard, or as a person mentioned or discussed . 

This new and;'belated category introduced by the Tax 
j‘, Division will require additional v/ork on the part of the field 
I‘in order that references in this category can be added to the 
■ I names already included in the index so as to answer any future 
11inquiries from the Tax Division, It should be noted that the 
Criminal Division has never required any information concerning 
the names of persons tie ntioned in microphone logs and has always 
satisfied themselves with information concerning those whose con 
versations were actually rj3cprd_^;^i.» _.This new reques-t ii^ipea-r^rs^to 


Enc. 


This doavment is prepared in respr>'r>s- to -dovr reqtiest and is not for dissem^ 
itm aocu p ;■‘■‘ef J • • ‘e i ''ytited to official pioceedvngs hy 

vw.y not be disclosed to mouthorieed permt- 
nel without the express approval of the FBI . 
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ilemorandum to Mr. DeLoach 

Re; Microphone and Telephone Surveillances 


(jhe an additional example of the Tax Division going far beyond 
) what■is required by the courts or even by another division of 
' the Department, . Nevertheless, in order to answer any inquiries 
. I along this line with the dispatch desired, it will be necessary 
I \ to include in our index the names of pei’sons mentioned in 
microphone logs. 


Attached is a communication to the field divisions 
1*1 involved, alerting those offices to this additional requirement 
11 on the part of the Tax Division and instructing those offices 
I'jto prepare index cards on individuals who are mentioned in 
llmonitored conversations, i 

The field is being instructed to use a certain amount 
of common sense in recording names in this category inasmuch as 
there are literally thousands of instances in which a subject 
covered engages in completely inconsequential conversations in 
which he may mention the name of a third party. Examples of 
this would be instructions to a maid or servant to get in 
touch with a particular merchant or serviceman to handle menial 
errands such as handling dry cleaning, getting a car washed and . 
like situations, V/here a name is mentioned in this way, no 
, purpose is served by including it in this index, Vfe are, of 
I course, following the Directoi*’s insti-uctions in connection .j. 

! with furnishing everything of possible pertinence to the 
Department and allowing Department personnel, not FBI personnel, 
determine if it is relevant. 


ACTION; 


Attached for your approval is an airtel to offices 
involved in the compilation of this index, instructing that 
cards also be prepared on all individuals who are mentioned 
or discussed in monitored conversations, except those in the 
completely inconsequential category cited -above, in addition 
to names of individuals already being included as those whose 
voices have been monitored. 



\ 
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I0/21/6Q 


Airtel 


foj ‘All SACs 

I ’ 

feoia? Directoa* FBI! 


Mm TBUi-MOWS SUB?EILMIICI^ 



i EeButel of 10/5/68 ii^.stJ?uctis" that the Bureau 

fee furnished indes cards eoatainins certain infomation, 
;such as nasies of all iiidividuals T/hoso voices have been 
Monitored since 1/1/GO through laicropfeone installations 
.ox* telephone surveillances» 


St has been noted that several of the offices 
Nvitiuh haw »whialttcd Cards failed to set forth on the 


t 


card the na^e of the office involved» Offices receiving 
this Gori5mun.ication siahe cex*tain that the office is 
! identified on each cardo 

I 

In the event you find that retention of a duplicate 
card may be of value to your office, you are authorised 
. to establish an indices of such eax'ds. It is to be noted 
i such an indices v/ould be a means of ready reference to 
'■ those offices which have currently in use telephone 
; surveillancee, since names of individuals monitored in 
\ the future can be checked against cards in your possession 
to determine if_the Bureau has been previously furnished gj 
card e 

L - - _ J 


This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dmm^ 
nation outside your Committee. Its im ts hmxted to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person^ 
nel without the express approval of the FBI . 


/ 
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EliCDPT- Ai:Cr-7-'' -E 

IBTDirVlLLE 

L uXX..: 

EDEILB 

C'Z'LvII -flC A 

GriYiA 

*^rs 

POBTLiHID 

noiroLULU 

SALT LAISE 


10/!5Z.j3j 


'# 

.-'i ^ 


o'- . • ^' 


■■ '/ 


ST;0:i I)ir:SC!?02 FDX___;_ 

izciar-zoirs aitd tslukdix sijnvi!2i.L;ri:oii£i 


< S.:CAi OFFICE QUZ'llT TO B’lpE^tJ DY C0TO3221 T13H;T7-0:73 ^ 

cf ALh irmiimAh3 ■■vi:ose voices slive bssi-i koijitoeed 

• Tihouoil A IHCEOHmE SnST.lLLATIOE OB A TELEHIOIIE S0IlVS'iBL/ATC^ 
OPERATED BY THE OFFICE'-AI-TY'TIHE SKIIC2 JAIIB'ABY OIIB^ OIFE imm j 
SIE SEAQ, TIIEG3 IIICLEDE' liDEITOEII.E BY ALL TliPES OF ELECTEOmj' 
DEVICES SUCH AS THOSE CAEBISB Oil A PSilS3i7 OB IIT A CAE* XIAIiES 
'<mz EOT TO BE LiniTED TO SUBJECTS OF inSTAUT SUilVElLLiWCE BUT 

, Al'.:: TO INCLUDE iErf AI'iD ALL IIH)l?IBUALS_i?HOSl COIWEBSATSO^lSj_ 

•' i:; 3 *.;:; 7 ' 2 B SLIGiS?, tVEBS £!On 2 TOBBD*| ‘ - j 

I:T OBDEB TO rms CBBTAIII THAT 

m SJD:IITTEB to TnUXSimEAU., A~ElY,£^OlC;^ l A^>£?SHi? n !cBQ£H0tIE,_. 


■ec^ ^0 Sit- -'VcTeSsX 

»& iomment & f«SS “i. ' J '"■Vt,, 'Scteei tlumumri^^i p«on- 

iottow Vl e content ^nay &e ^sccobeu, 
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V: >'< *’.'V -* . * “v* ,,*;*<:•' ry * > ’ ►••-i -I. , 


TSLm'YPS TO Ml. SACS EXCEPT All, 131% CO, EP, Mi, ZDC, LK), OM, 

PX3, ASID SU 

.MIQEPPJJOI^E iW TSI®ia;a. S'CiTvli^lLJ.iiJJOT. . ... ... 


Al© TSLSPHOSIS SmiVEILLAIJCE IrOGS MB RECOEBS £!UST BS fil4DS, 

THSESAPTSE, A TliBES B'2 PIVE CARD SSJST BE PEEPAREB Oil BACSI 
BIDS¥IDUAL WHOSE VOICE WAS HOHITOSSD. ISf ABBITIOI? TO THE MAMS 
OF TEE I®IVII)EAL, TliE CAED MiJST SHOW, BEGSMIMG V/ETH J.aMHARY OIS, 

GSE3 SIX SSEO, THE IMITIAX. BATS EIS VOICE WAS HOTXTOESB AJH) 

TilE iBEfiTITY OF TEE SUBJECT OM miOU THE IHSTAELATIOM WAS PLACE©^glpjcs 
IF M liTBIVIDUAL^S VOICE WAS UOIUTOU'EQ Ol MOIIE THAS^ OME OCCASSOM 
THiiOUGH A PAETECUIJia IMSTALLATIOM, OMLY 023E CAVJ} SESSD BE SUBMSTT.1D 

iBOTiFYitio THE immimAh mm the imstallatsoh, hoibvse, if eis 

fnff‘7?. wii« STfve^r^rv-jiiin fa'53r.'mmT wjatf atm S^^OT.ALIA.TIOI'J; A ST>!PAiiAT.E 

CMB MOST BE SUBfSTTSB IBE--jT2FV2iXT EACH SS>?MATE HTSTALMTSOM, 

THOSE QMI&-B WmCSAimm TO CUmillAh IHVESTIGATIOHS BHOUILB BE SM 
ATmjTIOH OF ASSISTANT DIRECTOR J, H. GALE AI© ALL OTHERS TO 
ATTmSIQM OF ASSSSTAJ1T BIEECTOR W,. Co SlEI.2VMo 

ADVISE BUEEAU BY AIETSL OH EACH FRIDAY PE0G3ES3 BSSITG MADE 
AI^ E^IMATE OF Tim TO COSIPLETS*^ THISHBAFTES, OFFICES HAVI.WG 
COEEBHT TSL'XPHOIS AMD MICEOPilOl^a SUHVESMuAJICSS, SUBMIT TO THE 
Bumm EACH FRIDAY MASiES OF mpITlOllAL IJIDXVSDUMsS UOMTOUm. 
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On«ONAU»ORM NO. 10 
CS**OIN.>*tC NO. 27 ‘ 


”, ij^ITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

* • « S 1 , 

• • Memorandum 


TO 


FROM 


• C, Do DeLoach 


M‘/o Co Sullivan 


DATE: 10/4/66 


. 


SUBJECT :_iiicroPHONS AND TELEPHONE 
• SURVEILLAN CES 




\o! 




In accordance v/ith the Director*s instructions, 
there is attached a teletype to all field offices \ 7 hich have. 
had microphone and telephone surveillances at any time since 
January, i960o 

The teletype instructs, that by 5-0/31/66, each office 
is to transmit to the Bureau names of all individuals whose 
voices have been monitored through a microphone installation 
or through a telephone surveillance operated by the office 
at any time since 1/1/60. '.These include all types of 
electronic devices such as .those carried on a person or in a 
car.. The review is not to be limited to subjects of instant 
I surveillance but is to include any and all individuals whose 
1 conversations, however slight, v/ere monitored. 


In order to make certain that every individual’s 
name is submitted to the Bureau, field offices are being 
instructed to reviev/ all microphone and telephone surveillance 
logs and records. Thereafter, a 3 by 5 card must be prepared 
on each person v/hose voice was monitored. The cards will show 
the name of the individual monitored, the initial date of 
monitoring, and the identity of the subject on v/hom the 
installation was placed, plus identity of the office. 

If a voice v/as monitored through a particular 
installation on more than one occasion, only one card need 
be submitted; however, if the voice was monitored through 
more.than one installation, a separate card must be submitted 
identifying each installation. Those pertaining to criminal 
jinvestigations will be sent to the attention of Assistant 
^Director J. H, Gale and all others to me. 


Each office is to advise the Bureau by airtel every 
Friday the progress being made and the ^estimated time of 

Dm domnwtt is p-sfsred 

i^V nst U disclcsed to nnanUmmei psrssif 
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^Memorandum to Mr# DeLoach 
Jie: MICROPHONE AND TELEPHONE 
SURVEILLANCES 


completion. Thereafter, offices having current telephone 
and microphone surveillances "will submit to the Bureau each 
Friday names of additional individuals 'monitored. 

This matter -will be closely followed and you will 
be advised of progress being made to complete this project 
by 10/31/66. ' 

RECOm-EENDATION: 


The attached teletype be sent to all offices having 
had microphone or telephone surveillances, since 1/1/60, 



I 
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October 3, 1966 


The A^tonley General 


Director, FBI 


ELECTRONIC DEVICES 




(U\^ 


rr.'lT: . y 




This \?ill acknowledge Assistant Attorney General 
Vinson’s meraorandun of Septeraber 30, 1366, v/horein he 
requested information with respect to the naintenaace of 
Bureau indices which will permit a deteraination as to 
whether persons of interest to the Department were subject 
of the Bureau’s electronic coverage. :*• • -- 

With respect to Mr. Vinson’s inquiry, it is pointea 
out that the maintenance of t&se indices dis a mechanical andr) 

. clerical function which it is not felt is particuiairiy germane 
to the Department’s purposes. It is believed sufficient to 
know that upon receiving ^ the Rm’psan wd,'ll in a 

reasonable length of time be able to provide the iDspartciect 
with information as to v/hether or net a given person .was 
overheard, was present or v«is referred to.an-any conversation 
covered by one of the Bureau’s devices, - ■ . 

!&!ay X again suggest that l!r, Vinson feel freo to 
' contact Mr. DeLoach in the event any discussion is desired 
• relative to this matter. •.: ..>> • 

. ' ' . , ’’n. 

1 The Deputy Attorney General 

■ 1 - Mr. Fred H. Vinson, Sr, ' ^ 

V * Assistant Attorney General 


^^trrwtent is prepared in response to your reqmst and is not for dissern^ 
Tim mevm V jfg limited to official proceedings by 

^7cotmitte!and^the content may not be diseased to unauthorized person-- 

nel without the express approval of the t m . 
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UNITED .STATES GOVEl^^^NT 

Memorandum 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TO Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 


FROM I/: Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 

' Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


suBjECT:^lectronic Devices 


rA\RTMENT OF JUSTICE 


date: 


SE? 3 0 I96d 


-_a ■ 


This is in reference to your memorandum of September 28 
to the Attorney General concerning information developed through 
electronic surveillance devices. I am pleased to learn that the 
Bureau maintains indices on such information which will be avail¬ 
able to Department attorneys. However, to make effective use of 
such records, I believe we should know how any such index is 
constituted. Specifically, it would be helpful to know whether or 
not there is a central index which will permit a rapid determina¬ 
tion as to whether any given person was overheard, present, or 


^ jLoi.0xx0d lO 111 Uiio Ox Q. OOxxV^OX^G OtllOri* 

I assume that in all cases investigated by the Bureau you / 
will advise the appropriate Division of the Department as early j 
as. possible concerning information derived from an electronic j 
surveillance bearing on the case or any person involved in that/ 
case. We would, of course, propose to set up machinery to ^ 
advise the Bureau promptly of our interest in any case which is 
being investigated by another agency. 


' We look forward to a discussion of the general problem'^ 
with Mr, DeLoach, but feel that such a d iscussion will be mor^ 
fruitf ul after we understand the nature and extent of yournidexj 
system and can evaluate its impact o n-^:^ur ^o peration ^/ 

Thank you for your cooperation. 1 


NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION 
Unauthorized Disclosure 
Subject to Criminal Sanctions 


^C'ONFTDE'bTTIAL- 









■; Geribra?.'/ 

\ '■ . ; /• "• 

; f • P:z%k • , «.=/ 


L7-:;c'n>ciric lav^ano' 


Y‘ •; H.;J^. VC-;, ^ 

•■'• •^•^j**vp,Dptantbbff 55$;' ioiGy:,^/'d';i j 


1 ' -♦-Tf* ' 


n >lVu//|:i'; 


■ 1 mf'y 


vw i#w Qjuuuui'uiixu , ^-V vV.ti'jv - * 

• £juyVvoil2.anco3 and raa<;criala dorivcd 'thox*c£i'o:a*. Such iudicos •,.*i}'^;'4 • 

•; tijrCali’oady in ciristonco*.- > "■ '; 

* , *. * T'/i-fc/i -Jm •i:Jir».*rt.>V*3nt*\rri’{i5 n‘n <^nn<'rt'i*n'» n»f ’.fWi» 


^-i’sayuipli-ypu .v/i.tU any .poytlticnt ihScrnatioa.*;:;. ak'«.« ';v^vCC- ■‘- M 

V* •_. " .•■,.• • ■'.• ■ .'v!"'.- ■'• • •^^"'■••'.{^^'V■H■)■•■ •■/.•■ .‘'Y. v''-' •’ f.'‘'\ 

.’ ‘ - ' .- intho event y6u*claPirova^x>opal''i5aoiVUhl■ Vopi’cabatatlvoY^n;.! ..'c Si 



Bcckro/a5 liiu^To FR\mc^ VO^sihpB^TlVr^ 


This doeiment is prepared in o'esponse to your request and is not for dissemU 
nation outside your Committee. Us ^lse w limited to^ official proceedings by 
your Commitiee and the content may not be disclosed'to unauthorized person,- 
nel mthout the express approval of the FBI . 
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Memorandum 
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DATE: September 27, 1966- 




I j 





In the attached memorandum from Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, dated September 27, 
1966, Vinson suggests it may be necessary and desirable for the 
Bureau to setup indices of individuals who may have been covered 
by electronic devices and who may be under consideration for - 
prosecutive action. 

The Director has instructed that Vinson be told'that 
such an indices is already in operation and that if he feels the 
need to consult with any -Bureau officials, Hr. DeLdach has been 
v^oo^^gnated to handle tno conrao^, Tnc Drrootcr also an^uxrea as 
to whether the statements in Vinson’s letter 'co the effecr that a 
gambling case '• had been closed because of prior electronic 

coverage were correct,' 

j^Xc/s/p^'is 


With reference to other statements made in Vinson*s 
letter,' we have made available to -the Department, wherever requested, 
pertinent logs of our&>rmer confidentiaT coverage. Cur indices 
are adequate to handle any further contact • by the Department in 
this regard. We are so advising Vinson in the attached letter 
to the ■ Attorney General, 

ACTION: * . 


There is attached for approval a letter- to -the-fittornsy 
General with copies to Vinson and to the'lDeputy Attorney General 
pointing out we have appropriate indices'in operation; indicating 


m "content ma.y mt U disclosed to unantlumsed person^ 
iiet without the express approval of the FBI .. 
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Meraorandum to Mr, DeLoach 
Re; Electronic Devices 


that \.'e are not always aware of cases in which the Depa.rtn:ent 
may have a prosecutive interest; suggesting that.jt;he,^D.apajr tment 
slwuld check v/ith us_ whenever they contemplate prosecutive 
activity, *particu3^_rly in „tax cases invo.iving„prg.ani 2 ed_.c.riine 
figure s 'a nd info imih^^„the. Department that if.. they__desire__to 
Jfurther ^iscuss__this matter, Mr. DeLoach of the Bureau will be 
^ in a po sit ion ‘ to'^handle such contacts. .. 
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UNITED. STATES,GOVER'j^:NT 

Memorandum 


CONFIDENTIAL 


’ ' * 

%ENT OF JUSTICE 1 

' *• ifft^oZl ^ i 


EROM 


Director 

F.ederal Bureau of Investigation 


date: 


7 1S56 


Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


SUBJECT :'^gie£ti:Ql]iQJDeYice.s 


NAIIQHAL SEOURTO INFQMATJON 
Unauthorized Disclosure^ - 
Subject to Criminal Sanctions 


In recent months the Department has be^n confronted with serious 
problems concerning the prospective or continued ^rosecu tiQiL£>£J.ndlviduals 
who have been^the^jjAhject.of.prior^^e,etronlQ. surveillance. These problems 
have~som^Dme^s arisen comparatively late in the investigative or prosecutive 


‘process. For example, we recently were forced to close an important 
y investigation involving major gambling figures in Miami because we were 
/ advi'ccd that the evidence necessary to obtain a conviction was tainted; In 
/ other cases the problem arose after indictment (United States v. Davis , 

‘ United States v. John Drew) or in the appellate stage after 




trial (Tjuited States v. Black; United States v. Kolod). 


In view of these experiences, it appears necessary and desirable 
that the Department have 'full knowledge of the extent of any device probler 
at as early a stage of preparation for prosecution as possible in order to 
vdetermine whether a particular case may or may not be tainted or what 
Responses will be necessaiy with respect to a motion under Rule 16 to 


reduce statements. 


\ Accordingly, I feel it is imperative for us to establish between 
the Bureau and the Department (and perhaps United States Attorneys in 


cases of direct referral) some sort of '’early warning'!, system. This may ' 


5 require the Bureau to set up and maintain appropriat^mdices wi 
[ to electronic ^vOTa’ncelnar tKeTnatSaF^^^^^^^ the^ifroE" 


I have discussed this suggestion with the Attorney General and tne- 
Deputy Attorney General.- Both feel that the establishment of such inSI-caE 
is necessary. They have suggested that I discuss the details of their \ 
'festablishment with representatives of the Bureau. I should therefore* ' 
a^reciate your designating ^ individual for this purpose at your earliest ■ 
convVence. 


.A-STnjC. ^ 
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The Attorney General 


Director, FBI 


JUNE 


2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz • 

(1 - J. B. Hotis) 

1 - Mr. V. Cleveland - Encs. 
(Attn: Mr. J. L. Smythe) O 
(Route throi^h for review) 

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall" ^ 

July 18, 1975 ^ 

V 

1 - Mr. W. O, Cregar - Encs. , 
1 - Mr. R. H. Ross - Encs. ^ 


UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COmUTTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERN]^3ENTAL OPERATIONS Y/ITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 


B ^ r4 

^ n g t 
& 


Reference is made to a letter dated May 14, 1975, requesting cer- *, 
tain information and documents from the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Attached for your approval and forwarding to the Committee is the 
original of a memorandum, with attachments, in response to the material ^ 
requested in Apx)endix D, Item 2, of the referenced letter. A copy of this 
memorandum, with attachments, is enclosed for your records. ‘i 


Enclosures ■*76 


62-116395 


Mi 


1 - The Depuly Attorney General 
Attention: K. William O’Connor 
Special Counsel for 

Litelligence Coordination 

RHR:rkf/jmn ' 




© AUG 6 


' ! '• 


<2 


Assoc. Dir. __ 

Dep. AD Adm._ 

Dep. AD Inv. „ _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin, - 

Comp. Syst._ 

Ext. Affairs ___ 

Files & Con.__ 

Gen. Inv. 

Ident._ 

Inspection_ 

Intell. _ 

Laboratory __ 

Plan. & Evol._ 

Spec. Inv._ 

Trying 
L e o u n 

Tele^one Rm. 
Director Sec'y_ 
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2 - Mr^k A, Mintz 
(1 -W. J, B. Hotis) 

1 - Mr. W. V. Cleveland 

(Attn: Mr. John L. Smythe) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 


1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar 
1 - Mr. R. H. Ross 


July 18, 1975 


UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COLlLiITTEB 
TO STUDY GOVERNT-IENTAL OPERATIOl^S 
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 


EE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO 

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 


Reference is made to SSC letter dated Llay 14, 1975, v?ith attached 
appendices, requesting certain documents and other information from the 
FEI. 


Item 2, Appendix D, requests all memoranda and other material 
relating to maintenance and operation of the so-called "Elsur” (electronic 
surveillance) indices. 


Attached are the following documents responsive to the above 
Connaittee*s request: 


1. Department letter to Director, FBI, dated September 27, 1966, 
captioned ”Electronic Devices, ’* 

2, FBIHQ memorandum J. H. Gale to BeLoach, dated 
September 27, 1966, captioned ’’Electronic Devices." 


Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD AJm. _ 

Dep. AD Inv,_ 

Assf. Dir.; 

Admin. 


3. FBI letter to the Attorney General, dated September 28, 1966, 
captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ” 

4. Department letter to Director, FEI, dated September 30, 1966, 
captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ” 


Comp. Syst._ 

Ext. AHairs _ 
Files & Con. , 

Gen. Inv. __ 

ident._ 

inspection _ 

Intel). _ 


5. FBI letter to the Attorney General, dated October 3, 1906, 
capUoned "EloclroBic Devices. gAITACHEB 


RHR:rkf/jmn 1 v.\y\ 
(9) / ^ 


ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG 


Laboratory_ 

Plan, & Evol. _ 

Spec. Inv._ 

Training_ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Telephone Rm._ 

Director Sec’y ___ MAIL ROOM 
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Eequest Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances 


6. FBI memorandum W. C. Sullivan to DoLoach, dated 
October 4, 1966, captioned "i\Iicrophone and Telephone 
Surveillances. 

7. FBIHQ teletype to Special Agents in Charge, all offices, 
except Anchorage, et al., dated October 5, 1966, captioned 
’’Microphone and Telephone Surveillances. ” 

8. FBI airtel to All Special Agents in Charge, dated October 21, 
1966, captioned ’’hlicrophone and Telephone Surveillances. ” 

9. PEI memorandum J. H. Gale to Mr. DoLoach, dated 
November 10, 1966, captioned ’’Microphone and Telephone 
Surveillances. ” 

10. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, et al*, 
dated November 10, 1966, captioned ’’Microphone and 
Telephone Surveillances* ” 

11. Special Agent in Charge Letter 66-72, dated November 16, 
1966, captioned ”(G) Technical and Microphone Surveillances - 
Use of Information from Electronic Devices in Criminal 
Prosecutions. ” 

12. FBI memorandum J. H* Gale and W. C. Sullivan to 

Mr. DeLoach, dated January 11, 1967, captioned ’’Special 
Indices of Electronic Surveillances. ” 

13. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, et al., 
dated January 12, 1967, captioned ’’Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage,” vdth 
enclosures of 


2 
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances 


Department letter to Director, FBI, dated 
October 24, 1966, captioned ’’Organized Crime 
and Racketeering Cases Pending in the Tax 
Division, ” and 

Department letter to Director, FBI, dated 
December 2, 1966, captioned ’’Electronic 
Surveillance Mormation Requests, ” and its 
attachment, dated November 2, 1966. 

14. FBI memorandum L. E. Short to kir. Tavel, dated February 9, 
1967, captioned "Department of Justice Requests for Electronic 
Surveillance Checks (62-318). ’’ 

15. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated March 13, 1967, captioned ’’Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage. ’’ 

16. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated I.Iarch 29, 1967, captioned ’’Elsur. ’’ 

17. Department letter to Director, FBI, dated June 3, 1968, 
captioned ’’Electronic Surveillance, December 2, 1966, 
lilemorandum. ’’ 

18. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent In Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated June 12, 1968, captioned ’’Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage. ’’ 

19. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated klay 2, 1969, captioned ’’Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Cover^e, ’’ vjith enclosure of 

Department letter to Director, FBI, dated April 16, 

1969, captioned "Electronic Surveillance. ’’ 


-3 « 
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Eequost Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances 


20. Special Agent in Charge Letter 69-36, dated July 1, 1969, 
captioned ”(E) Electronic Surveillance (Elsur). ” 

21. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated July 2, 1969, captioned ’’Electronic Surveillance 
Under Title IH of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968," with enclosure (example of special indices card). 

22. Special Agent in Charge Letter 69-37, dated July 8, 1969, 
captioned ”(A) Index Systems. ” 

23. FBI letter to the Attorney General, dated July 25, 1989, 
captioned "Electronic Surveillance Disclosure blatters. ’’ 

24. FBI airtel to Newark, dated July 31, 1969, captioned "Electronic 
Surveillance Under Title IH of tlie Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968." 

25. Department letter to Director, FBI, dated August 7, 1969, 
captioned "Electronic Surveillance Disclosure J^iatters," 

26. FBUJQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated August 13, 1969, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverj^'e." 

27* FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated August 15, 1969, captioned "Mcrophone and 
Telephone Surveillances." 

28. FBI memorandum J. Keith to ?.Ir. Cleveland, dated October 23, 
1974, captioned "Microphone and Telephone Surveillances." 
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances 


29. FBI airtol to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated October 25, 1974, captioned "Mcrophone and 
Telephone Surveillances, ” vdth enclosure (example of special 
indices card). 

30. FBI memorandum A. B. Fulton to Mr. V/annall, dated 
December 4, 1974, captioned ’’Microphone and Telephone 
Surveillances, ” with enclosure of 

FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, 
and all other offices, dated December 6, 1974, 
captioned ”l;jacrophone and Telephone Surveillances. ” 

Enclosures 37 

1 -- The Attorney General 

NOTE; 


This is to transmit to the Attorney General Item 2 of Appendix D, 
which is part of referenced SSC letter 5/14/75. Specifically, this Item 
concerns memoranda and other material relating to maintenance and 
operation of the ’’Elsur” index. The enclosures to the attached memorandum 
v/ere obtained by review of appropriate files by personnel of the Special 
Investigative and Intelligence Divisions. No third agency consideration 
present. 
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
^ » WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Senate Select Gonuaittee 


Addressed: 


□ LTR LHM a Memo O Report dated__ 

;U»S. SENATE SELECT COMMXT^E Re: Request 
6.tptj-?n of Document:p©j.taining to Electronlc Surveil- 
^ inces AppendiK D, Item 2 ^ 


\ . 
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 




SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 

before completing. 


TO: rn’telligence Conmunity Staff 

FROM: 

ATTN: Central, Index 

FBI 

' . 4 

SUBJECT:' Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 


1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 
for review but not transmitted, so note.) 


. DATE PROVIDED 


DOCUMENT 1 [BRIEFING 


NTERVIEW TESTIMONY OTHER 



3, TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate) 


K 

ssc 


HSC 


4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer, 
interviewee, testifier and subject) 


and dkclosutes 


5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other^ 
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) 


SSC latter 5/14/75, ts, ttm 2 


6. CLASSIFICATION OF 
INFORMATION (enter 
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 


7. KEY WORDS Renter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words^not listed are 
used underline for emphasis) **• 


8. summary Csee reverse side before completing this item) 


fartiishiing SSC all ciasoranda ead other tsaterial relating 
to laainteaaiice oad operation of the so»called 


$2«X1639S 


FtflK; Bsk 

(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL CCmJNITY INDEX 
IN GONNB5CXION NITH SSNSTBDY ^ ^ 




111 " 


3791 (6.75) 
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INSTRUCTIONS 


• Type or print clearly in ink. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

• Date the abstract and put on apy internal control numbers required. 

• "FROM" entry should clearly identify the organization providing the 
information. 

• If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to 
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a 
copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated. 

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transci;Jpt 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. ■ 


’ f ‘ 


• # 
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FEDERAL BUREAU Of (NVtSTlGAriON 

COMMUNJCATIONS SECTION 

JUN 1 /' 19 / . 
TELETYPE 


MI CODE X 

10-4SAM URGENT 14, 1975 ESF 

TO : DIREpT^R (62-116395) 

FROM: KrU'JAUKEE (62-1710) (RUC) 
ATTENTION: INTD - W. 0. CREGAR. 




Assocf Dir, _ - 
I)ep.fA.D,.Adm^i 
Bep.-A,D.^In v^ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin,__ 

Comp. Syst __ 

Ext, Affairs 

Piles & Com._ 

Gen. Inv.___ 

Ident. - 

Inspecticto^^is^ 

Intell. 

laboratory_ 

Plan. & Eval. _ 

Spec. Inv.__ 

Training _ 

Eegal Conn, __ 

Telephone Bm*_ I 

Director SecV_ 




IKE^^E 


NSTIJDY 75 


RE BUTEL DATED JUNE 13, 1975. 

-ELSUR indices MILWAUKEE DIVISION NEGATIVE RE 


MARTIN LUTHEF/KING, JR. 


REC-20 CrJ-ULd'iS 


KAC FBI HQ CLR 


Co \ c-^— J — 

t)vo'vvSo 

rc^v\ N\' ^ ♦ d^ f ^oo- “s - V c t - ^ Vr \' 1V //' 
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BOUSTUDYAriSafSMY "JUNE" ^JCLOSURE FORM 



RE “ HOUSTUDY 62-116484- 
OR 

. SENSTUDY 62-n6595- LlL 


THE SERIAL INDICATED ABOVE IS AN OUTGOING MEMO/LETTER TO THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL DATED S FURNISHING COPIES OF FBI 

DOGUiffiNTS IN RESPONSE TO REQUEST(S) MADE BY EITHER THE U.S. 
SENATE OR HOUSE SELECT CO^MITTEES ON INTELLIGENCE. SINCE THE 
ATTACHED XEROX; COPY/c'oPIES ARE "JUNE" MAIL, IT/TtlEY HAS/HAVE 
BEEN REMOVED FROM THE ENCLOSURE- TO THE SERIAL INDICATED ABOVE 
AND IS TO BE FILED IN THE "JUNE" FILE AS INDICATED BELOVh 






THIS ENCLOSURE MATERIAL IS TO BE FILED IN THE 

HOUSTUDY 

OR 

SENSTUDY 


"JUNE" FILE OF 
62-11646^- 


62-116S9'?-. L>7L 
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Tolson - ^ 
Belmont ^ 
Mohr_ 


Callahan - 
•Xr DeLoach_ 


/ 




DeLoach- 
Cvans - 


TO 


sf % <1''''^ 

V/* C* Sullivan ‘ 


Malone . 


fc 


FROM : xff.^ Wannall>5^ 


date: 5-18-62 
JUNE 


SuUWciT 

£t Tavel_ 

Trotter _ 
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f /bject: 
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DMMUNICATIONS INTELLIGENCE - CUBA / 

&__ 


1 - Bellmont 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

1 - Sullivan 

Gandy 

1 - Wannall 

— / 

1 - Mullins 


1 - Nasca 


1 - Emond 



^ 
jp >_l I'-i 

? OCi 


. •Z' 

This morning a meeting was helci in this office between 
representatives of the National Security Agency (NSA) and representatives 
of this Section, The NSA representatives were Miss Blanco Stevens, .,j 
and MessicS, . Hotchkiss Young, Richard Lee, Stanley 0*Shinsky and 
Thomas Pacl, Jr, Section representatives were Agents R« D* Cotter,' / 

R, A, Mullins, V, H, Nasca and W, R, Wannall, The discussion centered 
about the means by which NSA could be most helpful to the FBI in 
processing some 20,000 messages received each month In NSA coverage 
of Cuban matters. The messages relate to commercial and personal 
Communications between persons in Cuba and in the United States, 

Mr, Young, who heads the division in v^hich this material 
is handled at NSA, poinxed out that lae eaLixe material can.^ct be 
completely processed because of personnel restrictions and NSA was 
most desirous of furnishing to the FBI material which would be most 
helpful to our operations,• After considerable discussion, it was 
decided that, of the raw traffic now available,the material which 
would be most helpful to us would consist of periodic listing of 
firms in’ the_U,S, which are doing business with individuals in Cuba 
and the Cuban„_Government, For the most part these would be legitimate 
commercial transactions, however, Mr, 0*Shinsky had a few items, v/hich 
by their very nature, appear suspicious—such as a $3,000 payment to 
a radio'firm with no indication as to the reason for such a large 
payment,' It is felt that by receiving periodic studies.of such 
commercial transactions we will be in a position to determine if, 
by repeated-action, th^re might be some intelligence interests in a 
particular firm in the U,S, which, of course, would be of great 
interest to us, * 

With regard to personal messages, we feel that those 
relating to individuals 'tra'veling between Cuba and the U,S, would be 
the most significant , We aie presently receiving a considerable 
amount of information from communications intelligence sources 
relating to persons going to Cuba |)ut'a very insignificant amount 
of material relating to persons going in the other direction, We 
brought up our interest in this area' and Mr, Lee, under whose 
responsibility .this primarily falls, agreed to undertake a survey 



WRV/:njs , 
(7) 


s all y/w 


over the next few weeks and 
can determine specific ally 
CLASSIFIED BY 
EXEMPT EROSt GEN: 

'Schedule of exec 
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bureau source 
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DECI^« 


give us the results of the survey so we 
^ ^ght be avai^ble in this general area, 

iS^FISD 'f 








• j 


Menioranduni to Mr, Sullivan '«?«5 

RE: (^MMUNJCATIONS INTELLIGENCE - CUBA 




Mr, Young pointed out that all o£ the some 20,000 messages 
are scanned and items v/hich, on the surface, have some intelligence 
significance are processed. We, of course, expressed an interest in 
continuing to receive this type of material, 

For the purpose of extracting from the raw traffic other 
items which might be of interest to the FBI but which do not appear 
to be from the context of the message, we v;ill furnish to NSA a 
list of persons in whom we have an investigative or an intelligence 
interest, - When the names of any individuals appearing on this list 
come up in the messages, those items will be given us. For the' 
purpose of maintaining this list, the NSA representatives will 
ddvise a 5 x. 8 card on which we can indicate the name of an individual 
in whom we are interested together with any identifying data wre desire 
to include. As soon as the format of the card has been devised, it 
will be submitted for our approval, Mr, Young assured that, if we 
provided name cf in'^‘»vidual who was of vital interest to us and' we 
did not want data concermng him disseminated to any ether agencies. 
NBA could arrange this, (S) 


It is felt that the meeting this morning was quite 
beneficial to the FBI, This is a source, of information which has not 
yet being tapped and NSA is most anxious to handle this source in a 
manner which is to our best benefit, 

ACTION : 

For information. 
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H p ikt tha' request of Se;;vr. -. t;.^ .ifency (NSA) , ; a-conference .■■: 
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Vv»iiXvVvanduni for Mr. Sullivan 

SOiMJIlSilCATIONS INTELLIGENCE 





\ 


^-.i^ax-Uing the approximately 300 Security Index subjects who were placed 
t ji-eon for pro-Castro activities or for exhibiting sympathy for the 
iscvo regime. 6 ) 


iCTION: 


For your information. The NSA representatives appeared most 
.aterested in assisting us and its increasing capacity for covering 
.ce transmissions between the U. S. and Cuba should prove valuable 
u our coverage of Cuban intelligence activities. 
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1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. E. s. Miller 
1 ~ Mr. Boynton 
1 - Mr. G. C. Moore 
1 - Mr, Putman 

September 26r 1973 

BY LIAISON 
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- I4r. .Shackelford 

- Mr. T. J. smith 
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Lieutenant General Lew Allen ^ Jr., 
Director 

(^Nationa l Sec urity Agen^ 

~Fort George 13, Meade ^ Maryland 

Dear General Allen: 


4 






, « t 


iv 




-A 

7^ 


1 J 










!S» 


3 

i.»i 
iS” 

5 R w 

j3 <a ^ 
.3 K sc 

S' w 



I am in receipt of your letter of September 17, 

1973, concerning the necessity for a mutual review of our 
policies with respect to the compilation and maintenance of 
the Watch List. I share your concern and fully agree that 
we should review our procedures to assure that our authorities, 
particularly in light of recent court decisions, are not 
exceeded. 

As you are aware, however, the Department of Justice 
in filing" affidavits v/ith the United States District Court, 
Eastern District of rlichigan, in the case of United States 
versus William Ayers, et. al., which case involved the Students 
for a Democratic Society., an organization included on the Watch 
List, took the position that the intercepts obtained by yOur 
agency were lawful and not within the disclosure requirements 

of the court. 1^’’' nUO 0 r “ 'S ^ 

KIio- 4 ly... 

We' are instituting a review of but' 

feel that any decision reached respecting t::,e Wiitch 
should await the final ruling of .the court. 


I 
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Lieutenant General Lew Allen', Jr. 


It is our desire to cooperate with you fully in any 
measures you deem necessary to protect your valuable SIGIKT 
sources. 

Sincerely yours. 


Clarence M. Kelley 
Director 


NOTE ; , • _ . ■ 

See memorandum T. J. Smith to Pfc. E.' S, Miller, dated 
9/25/73, captioned "National Security Agency (NSA) Watch List 

Procedures," prepared by RHH:glw. 

>*■ 

SIGINT stands for Signals Intelligence and refers to 
NSA interceptions of international communications^ CO 

Classified ' j gop — S -eeset^' because unauthorized disclosure 
■could result in grave damage to the national security. 
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1 - Mr.' W. 'R. Waiinall - Enc6. 
1 - Mr. V/. O. Cregar - Encs. 
I* 1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg - Encs. 


The Attorney General 


Director, jBBI 


classifeobyS 

DECIASSIFY ON: 


U'ili. Ij 


September 19, 1975 


tmiTED STATES SENATE SELECT COmilTTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNfilENTAL OPERATIONS V^ITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITEES (SSC) 


Reference is made.to the SSC letter dated August 20, 1975, 
TKlth enclosures, requesting certain documents and other information 
from the TBI. 

Attached is the original of a memorandum, with enclosures 
in response to the material requested in Part VI, Items a. through n. 
of the referenced fetter. A 




Assoc. Dir. _ 

Def. AD Adm._ 

Dep. AD inv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 


^ briefing for Senators Church and Tower has been provided 
covering warrantless electronic surveillances, Surreptitious entry for 
recovery of cryptographic material, teletype coverage requested by the 
National Security Agency and electronic penetration of communications 
equipment requested by the National Security Agency^ The VTiite House 
asked that agencies of the intelligence community norrespond to any 
requests from the SSC covering these matters until the briefing had been 
given. The goal of the briefing was to confine knowledge of these matters 
to Senators Church and Tower and avoid proliferation of this information 
throughout the SSC staff. In view of this, it is recommended thj^t the , 
enclosed material not be made available tbR€Ce s^f'SijIilyit/iS-dis-^,^^^ 
cussed with the Vvhite House. I further urge that it be"' iSade j BJlear4d" tfae 
V/hite House that if this material is to be made available to the SSC tnat"^ 
access to the enclosed material be limited to Senators ChurgQjFFP'^^jjgyc 
and SSC Staff Director William Miller only. V>* <^7 
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’Iho i^ttomoy Genera! 


A copy of this inernorandmii, \sith enclosures, is enclosed for 
your records. 


jCnclosurcs - 50 


I - TiiG Deputy Attorney General 

Attention: iVdchael £. Shaheen, Jr. 
Gpocial Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination 


NOTE: 


Classified ’’Top Ce.ci'nt*’’ since unauthorized disclosure could 
jeopardize sensitive methods. 
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Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD !nv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. _ 

Comp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affoirs _ 

Files & Com. _ 

Gen. Inv. _ 

Ident._ 

Inspection _ 

Intell. __ 

Loboratory_ 

Plan. & Evol. . 

Spec. Inv, _ 

Training_ 

Legal Coun._ 

Telephone Rm. ^ 
Director Sec'y_ 


2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz - Encs. 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis - Encs.) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall - Encs. 

1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar - Encs. 

1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg - Encs. 

September 19, 19'75 




>^U1^ITSD STATES SENATE SEIECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERmiENTAL OPERATIONS 
V/TTB RESPECT TO INTELUGBNCB ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

EE: POSQUEST PEETAE^ING TO WARRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOE 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPCSES 


Reference is made to the SSC letter August 20, 1075, with 
enclosures. Part VI requested documents and other information from 
the FBI relating to electronic surveillances. 

Item a. requested a memorandum of V7. C. Sullivan dated 
September 25, 1064. Attached is a copy of a memorandum from 
Xi^r. V4 C. Sullivan to &ir. A. H, Belmont dated September 25, 1064, 
captioned ' Confidential Informant and Similar Types of Coverage. ” 

Item b. requested a follow-up memorandum referenced in 
a September 30, 1064, memorandum from Mr, Sullivan to liir. Belmont. 
Attached are copies of a memorandum from A, H. Belmont to 
Rir. Tolson dated October 6, 1064, captioned Special investigative 
Techniviues, ” a radiogram addressed to all SAC’s from the Director, 
FBI, dated October 6, 1064, regarding technical surveillances, and 
an airtel to all offices from the Director, FBI, dated September 30, 

1064, captioned ’TtiiMl Covers. 

Items c. and d. requested material resulting from 
President Joiinsoa*s June 30, 1965, ’"Memorandum for the Heads of 
Executive Departments and Agencies, ” pertaining to electronic sur¬ 
veillances. Attached arc memoranda from A. H. Belmont to 
iiir. Tolson dated July 30, 1085, captioned ' Technical and Microphone , 

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG ..,j i 
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Senate Select Committeeon Melligenco j^ctivities 

Re: Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes 


Surveillances (President's memorandum of June 30^ 1SG5)” and a 
memorandum from the Director, FBI, to the i^ttornoy General, dated 
August 2, 18G5, captioned ’’Technical Surveillances and tlie Use of 
Electronic Devices* ” 

Rem o. requested material reflecting a Aiiarch SO, 1965, 
conversation between Director Hoover and Attorney General Katsenbach 
pertaining to ’’proper controls over wiretapping and the installation of 
microphones*" Attached are copies of a memorandum for the Attorney 
General dated hiarch 30, 1965, a memorandum for Messrs. Tolson, 
Belmont, and DeLoach from r»2r. Hoover dated S^iarch 30, 1065, and 
a memorandum from A* H. Belmont to Mr. Tolson dated f^iarch 30, 

1065, captioned "Technical Surveillances and Liicrophone Surveillances." 

Item f. requested material reflecting the procedure which 
\*as "sot up” concerning microphone surveillances referred to in 
£ir. Hoover^s memorandum of liiarch 30, 19G5, to the Attorney General. 
Tixe procedure for approval of microphone surveillances is detailed 
in the A* H. Belmont to IVir. Tolson memorandum of iViarch 30, 1065, 
enclosed in connection with Item e* 

Item g. requested material reflecting the "various recent 
conversations" betvroen the Director and the Attorney General as 
referenced in the first sentence of the September 14, 1965, memoran¬ 
dum from the Director to the Attorney General concerning "special 
investigative techniques. ” In addition to the material submitted in 
response to Item e., enclosed are copies of a memorandum from 
Mr. Hoover to Xvlessrs. Tolson, Belmont, Gale, Rosen, Sullivan, and 
DeLoach dated July 14, 1965, and a memorandum from A. H. Belmont 
to i.lr. Tolson dated ikiny 11, 1065, captioned "Technical and 
Microphone Surveillances." 



2 *• 
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Senate Select Committee on Melligence Activities 

He: Request Pertaining to \7arrantleGs 
Electronic Surveillances lor 
National Security Purposes 


Item h, referred to the Soptcmbor 14, 1C85, memorandum 
from the Director to the Attorney General concerning special investi¬ 
gative tecliniqucs and then requested material concerning statements 
in the mornorandum. Material furnished in response to Items h. and 
g. above indicatesinstructions regarding microphones, wiretaps (i. e,, 
telephone wiretaps), mail covers, and trash covers. The attached 
copy of a mornorandum from E. L. Tviillen to Conrad dated 
July 26, 1965, captioned ’^Senate Subcommittee on Administrative 
Practice and Procedure (Xong Conunittce)” indicates instructions 
relating to the use of portable recorders. Concerning the use of the 
polygraph,attached is a copy of a memorandmrji from W. M.ielt to 
i\kr. Toison dated July 22, 1965, captioned "Polygraph Slatters. 

item i. requested a memorandum from the Director to the 
Attorney General dated September 23, 1964. A copy of a memorandum 
from the .Director, FBI, to the Attorney General, dated September 23, 
1965, captioned "Pakistani Mssion to the United Nations - Internal 
Security - Pakistan" is attached. 


Item J. requested material reflecting revisions, modifica- 
tion^or changes resulting from the Attorney General’s memorandum 
of September 27, 1964 (date should be 1965). Jn response, attached 
are copies of a memorandum from A. H. Eelmont to iVir, Toison 
dated September 28, 1965, captioned "Special Investigative Techniques," 
and a memorandum from W* C. Sullivan to Mr* Eelmont dated 
September SO, 1865, captioned "Special Investigative Techniques. " 

Item k. requested material indicating implementation of 
the June 16, 1967, "Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments 
and Agencies" from Attorney General Clark. Attached are copies of 
a memorandum from J. H. Galeto Mr. DeXjoach dated June 28, 1967, 
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Senate Select Committee on Intolligence Activities 

He: Kequest Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes 


captioned ’'Department’s Rules Regarding Use of Varetapping and Other 
Electronic Surveillance by the Executive Branch, ” a memorandum from 
the Director, 5 BI, to all FBI field offices, dated June 29, 1867, cap¬ 
tioned '’¥/iretapplng and Electronic Surveillances, ” and a memorandum 
from A. J. Falser to Conrad dated Jime 20, 1967, captioned 
'•Department’s Rules Eegardii^ Use of Vvirctapping and Other Electronic 
Surveillance by the Executive Branch." 

Item 1. requested material indicating implementation of the 
October 16, 1972, "Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments 
and Agencies" from Attorney General Kleindienst. Attached are copies 
of a memorandum from Henry E. Petersen, Assistant Attorney General, 
Criminal Division, to the Acting Director, FBI, dated October 18, 1972, 
captioned "Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone 
Conversations," a memorandum from Daniel £1, Armstrong, m, to 
£5r. L. Patrick Gray, m, dated November 8, 1972, captioned 
"Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone Conversations," 
and a memorandum from W. V. Cleveland to £5r. Felt dated November 7, 
1972, captioned "Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone 
Conversations." 

Kerns m. and n. requested material relating to "new standards 
and guidelines for use of electronic surveillance ^" referred to by 
Attorney General Richardson in a September 12, 1973, letter to 
Senator J. ?/. Fulbright. The proposed guidelines were not completed 
before ££r. Richardson left the Department of Justice in October, 1973, 
and were not implemented as S-m. Richardson indicates in his testimony 
before Senators Kennedy, Muskie, and Ervin on A.prll 3, 1974* This is 
indicated in the published transcript entitled'Joint Hearings before the 
Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure and the 
Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights of tlie Committee on the Judiciary 








TOJxmcxmT 


Senate Select Committee on Mtelligence Activities 

Re; Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes 


and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Committee on Surveillance 
of the Cormnittee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, Ninety-^ 
Fhird Congress, Second Session on Warrantless Wiretapping and 
Electronic Surveillance, ” 

Enclosures ^ M 

1 - The Attorney General 

NOTE : 

Classified ’’Tqpp^eret" since unauthorized disclosure could 
seriously dams^e sensitive methods and indicate FBI interest in foreign 
establishments. 
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